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Current Topics. 
Admission of Women, 

THE ANNUAL report of the Council of the Law Society deals, 
as might be expected, rather with matters relating to the war 
than with questions of ordinary legal or professional interest. 
The chief exception is the statement of the course taken by 
the Council with regard to the Solicitors (Qualification of 
Women) Bill. This, it will be remembered, was introduced by 
Lord Buckmaster, and passed the House of Lords In the 
House of Commons it could not be proceeded with since it was 
a private member's Bill, though at one tithe, it seems, the 
Government were prepared to give it assistance. The Council 
opposed it on the ground that it was undesirable to proceed 
with the Bill in the absence of so many solicitors and articled 
clerks on service. This, we understand, was the reason why 
there was no discussion, of the question of the admission of 
women at the general meeting last January The Council, 
however, went somewhat further than this. When the Bill 
had been read a second time, they passed a resolution that it 
should be opposed in principle as well as on the ground that 
it was inopportune, and hence a wider ground for discussion 
is opened, When the members of the Law Sox iety next 
address themselves to the question they can, we imagine, 
hardly fail to be influenced by the fact that female suffrage has 
been accepted by the House of Commons by 385 to 55. Theo- 
retically this may not touch the matter Practically it is 
verv likely to do so, and we suggest that the continued opposi- 
tion of solicitors will have little more effect than to rob of 
graciousness a change that will most probably come. On 
another aspect of professional practice,,we print elsewhere a 
letter which will be read with interest, but the subject is much 
too difficult to allow of immediate comment 


The Belgian Relief Committee. 
WE NOTICED recently that, in view of the financial responsi 
bility for the work of relief in Belgium having been assumed 
by the United States, the National Committee for Relief pro- 
posed to suspend their appeals to the public in the British 
Empire. The second annual report of the committee, bring- 
ing their work up to 31st May last, was presented at the meet- 
ing held at the Mansion House on the 15th inst The total 
sum subscribed—over £2,100,000—we have already men- 
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tioned. Of this some three quarters has been contributed by 
the British Overseas Dominions, Australia coming first with 
nearly one million, and then New Zealand with £505,811. The 
New Zealand gifts, in fact, work out at 9s. 2d. per head of the 
population there. At home, next to London (£127,076), the 
largest contributor is the West Riding of Yorkshire with 
£75,283. Special children’s contributions produced £150,000. 
An interesting item in the report is that, just before the recent 
trike, the Amalgamated Societies of Engineers generously 
decided to make a levy of 3d pel head, and as the result. sent to 
the committee a cheque for £1,857. It appears that Mr. Hoover 
and his commission wil yntinue to have entire charge of the 
pure hasing of all food and transporting it into Belgium. The 
actual work of distributing the foodstuffs to the people in Bel 
gium is being carried on by the Comité National, a most effec 
tive Belgian organisation. which has been co-operating with 
the Relief Commission for over two year 

report, every reason to believe that these 


‘Lhere is, says the 
arrangements will 
result in food being provided for the Belgians and for the 


selgians only 


A Norwegian on Belgium. 

WE GIVE on another page some extracts from the speech 
which Mr. Ba.rour delivered at the Mansion House meeting 
to which we have just referred. Some of our readers may be 
familiar with a little book, ‘‘ The War Against War,’’ by Pro 
fessor CHRISTEN COLLIN, of Christiania University, written 
in 1915, but published, we believe, in this country only re 
cently His object is to combat the ‘‘ evolution ”’ theory of 
the necessity of war, to the prevalence of which in Germany 
some people a cribe the present war, and to point out that even 
in Germany there were men of eminence who opposed this 
theory before the war, and who lamented the German oppo 
sition to arbitration and the limitation of armaments which 
went far to nullify the efforts of the Hague Peace Conferences 
With thi just now we are not concerned, but the Professor 
in a short chapter, ‘‘ The Fate of Belgium,’’ points out the 
honourable place among nations which will be assigned to that 
country when the war is over 

Even now, on the anniversary of that treacherous attack 
this is dated 4th August, 1915 ve see the possibility opening uy 
or rather rapid developir into a probability, that the 
ng gone through the cruellest of ordeals, shall be 


before u 
Belgiat after | 
established in a place of honour among the small nations of to-d 

the place of honour due to the nation which stood sentinel at the 
outer ites of freedom for the peoples of Western Europe, and 
which, at the utmost risk of life, secured at once its own freedom 
and that of other peoples, and helped to give a new direction to the 
history of th» world.’ 


The Sovereignty of Greece 

SomME DISCUSSION has taken place in the House of Commons 
as to the form of government which the Allied Powers should 
encourage in Greece. That this must be monarchical, Lord 
Ropert Ceci. maintains, is the effect of our Treaty obligations 
to Denmark This would seem to be correct Our earliest 
Treaty relating to the sovereignty of Greece—that of 1833 with 
France, Russia and Bavaria placed on the throne a Bavarian 
Prince, Ortro, who was removed by a revolution in 1862 In 
his place a Danish prince was set up by the three Powers, 
Great Britain, France and Russia, with the assent of the people 
of Greece. The Treaty which arranged for this is the ‘‘ Pro 
tocol of Conference between the plenipotentiaries of Great 
Britain, France, Russia and Denmark relative to the succession 
to the throne of Greece and to the annexation of the Ionian 
Isles to that kingdom ”’ (Hertslet. Map of Europe by Treaties, 
Vol. II., p. 1539). This Treaty was signed at London on 5th 
June, 1863 It recites the acceptance, by the King of Den- 
mark, of the throne of Greece for Prince William of Denmark, 
the annexation of the Ionian Islands to Greece, and certain 
financial provisions for the benefit of the prince. But it also 
confirms in its opening sentence a previous protocol between 
France, Russia and Britain (27th May, 1863), which expressly 
provides that the Government of Greece must always be 
monarchical. And on 13th July, 1863, the protocol was supple- 


mented by a ‘‘ Treaty between Great Britain, France and 














Russia of the one part, and Denmark on the other part, rela- 
tive to the accession of Prince William of Denmark to the 
throne of Greece.’’ Article 3 of this Treaty provides that 
Greece is to form a ‘‘ Monarchical, Independent and Constitu 
tional State.’’ In the English translation (Hertslet, supra, 
p. 1546), Article 3 is rendered as follows: ‘‘ Greece, under 
the sovereignty of Prince William of Denmark and the guar 
antee of the three Courts, forms a Monarchical, Inde 
pendent and Constitutional State.’’ This Treaty—which can 
not be legally broken without the consent of Denmark—cer- 
tainly seems to debar Great Britain, France and Russia from 
themselves interfering with the monarchical constitution of 
Greece. Whether it compels them to interfere by force of arm: 
to prevent the people of Greece from setting up a republic 
hould they so desire, is a more delicate question of inter 
national law upon which opinion may reasonably differ, though 
the objections to attempting to tie down any people to a pat 
ticular form of government are obvious. 


How Far Illegitimate Children take under a 
Bequest to ‘*‘ Children.’ ; 

THE RECENT case of Re B. (Deceased), O. v. D. (1916, 1 Ir 
Rep. 364) is an addition to the decisions relating to gifts to 

children’’ who are, in fact, illegitimate children. By his 
will the testator devised and bequeathed all his freehold and 
personal property to his brother upon trust to realize the sum 
of £4,000, and to invest the same in trustee securities and to 
apply the interest thereon for the maintenance of his daughter 
E. during her minority, or until her marriage, and to pay 
over the capital of the £4,000 to his daughter E. on her attain- 
ing twenty-one years of age or on her marriage. He left the 
residue of his estate in trust for his wife (the mother of, but 
married after the birth of, E.) for life and then to his children. 
E. was the only child. The question to be decided was whether 
E. was entitled to the reversion in the residue. The rule that a 
gift to children means legitimate children only, unless it appears 
from the context or from circumstances that illegitimate chil 
dren must have been intended, is well settled: //:// v. Crook 
(L. R. 6 H. L. 265); Dorin vy. Dorin (L. R. 7 H. L. 568) 
We are disposed to think that there have been lawyers whose 
opinion as to the construction of a will was influenced 
by their objection to any provision for illegitimate children 
But even in the earliest cases relating to the construction of 
wills the intention of the testator was held to be the guide, 
and the construction of this Irish will had to be determined by 
the context and the surrounding circumstances. The circum 
stances at the date of the will were these: The child E. was 
born before the marriage of the mother with the testator, but 
E. was always treated as his legitimate daughter and lawful 
child. The Court, after observing that in the older cases it 
was pretty plain that there was a kind of subconscious opinion 
that illegitimate children ought not to be favoured, held that, 
in the ‘more recent decisions, the tide of judicial opinion was 
running against exclusion, and that in the will itself there was 
a sufficient recognition of E. as the testator’s daughter. A 
similar decision was given about the same time by Sareant, J 
in Re Helliwell (1916, 2 Ch. 580) 


Conditions as to Error. 

A vENDor of real-property has by no means got over his 
difficulties as to accuracy of description when he has induced 
the purchaser to accept a condition that ‘‘ if there be any mis 
statement or error in the description of the property ’’ no com 
pensation shall be allowed, nor shall the sale be annulled. A 
number of cases, of which Lee v. Rayson (ante, p. 368; 1914 
| Ch. 613) is the latest, have established the principle that the 
vendor is still bound to give to the purchaser substantially that 
which he agreed to buy; and if there is a misdescription ot 
such a nature that what the vendor is prepared to convey }!s 
substantially different from that which the purchaser agreed 
to buy. the purchaser is entitled to rescission of the contract 
and return of any deposit which he may have paid. In Flight 


Booth (1 Bing. N. C. 370), which was a common law action 
‘ We think it 


- 
for recovery of the deposit, TINDAL, C.J., said: 
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is, at all events, a safe rule to adopt that where the misdescrip- 
tion, although not proceeding from fraud, is in a material and 
substantial point, so far affecting the subject-matter of the 
contract that it may reasonably be supposed that, but for such 
misdescription, the purchaser might never have entered into 
the contract at all, in such case the contract is avoided alto- 
gether, and the purchaser is not bound to resort to the clause 
In Flight v. Booth there was such a 


of compensation.’”’ 
, pointed out in Jacobs v Revell 


clause, so that, as BucKLEy, J. 
(1900, 2 Ch. 858), the case was stronger than where, in accord 
ance with the current practice, compensation is excluded. Where 
the purchaser cannot claim compensation he has, obviously, 
more ground for repudiating the contract if it does not give 
him what he expected to have. But the difficulty is in apply 
ing these principles to the facts of a particular case. In Lee 
V. Rayson (supra) thirteen freehold houses were sold subject 
to long leases—in common language, freehold ground rents 
They were described in the contract as one at a rent of £11 10s., 
four pairs, each pair being at a rent of £11, and three houses 
at one rent of £16 10s. This gave a total of £72, but the 
title to the property shewed that, in fact, twelve houses were 
let at rents of £5 10s. each and one at £6. Eve, J., held that 
there was a substantial misdescription such as to avoid the 
contract. ‘‘ The rights of the freeholder of two houses let at 

parate rents of £5 10s. each are essentially different from 
what his rights would be as the freeholder of two houses let at 
one entire rent, and when these differences are multiplied six 
times, as they are here, I cannot entertain any doubt but that 
the purchaser, if compelled to perform the contract, would be 
forced to take something for which he never bargained.’’ So 
the usual accuracy in preparing ‘‘ particulars ’? should never 
be relaxed. 


Option to Determine Leases. 

WE BELIEVE that it has for a long time been regarded as 
settled that, under the usual form of option for a lessee to 
determine a lease, his right to exercise the option is condi 
tional upon payment of rent and performance of the covenants 
up to the time of determination. The clause, it will be re 
membered, provides that, if the lessee shall desire to determine 
the lease at stated periods, and shall give a specified length 
of notice, and shall up to the time of determination pay the 
rent and perform and observe his covenants, then, on the ex 
piration of the period, the demise shall cease and be void; 
and the following concluding words are used ‘but without 
prejudice to the remedies of either party against the other in 
respect of any antecedent claim or breach of covenant.’’ In 
Porter v. Shephard (6 Term Rep. 665), the earliest case usually 
referred to on the subject, these concluding words did not 
occur, and it was held that the performance of the covenants 
was a condition precedent to the determination of the lease 
In Grey v. Friar (4 H..L. C. 565) they did occur, and the 
Court of Exchequer on this ground distinguished the cases If 
there was to remain a remedy for breach of covenant, then 
the lease could be determined under the option. notwith 
standing there was such a that performance 
of the covenants was not a condition precedent The 
validity of this reasoning was denied by the Exchequer 
Chamber, who affirmed the doctrine of condition pre 
cedent notwithstanding these words, and when the case 
reached the House of Lords the Judges were called in to 
assist. Eight agreed with the Exchequer Chamber and three 
with the Court of Exchequer. It then fell to Lord Cran 
wortH, C., and Lord BrovcuHam to decide, and in fact Lord 
Cranwortu was for restoring the Court of Exchequer deci 
sion and Lord Brovucuam for affirming the Exchequer 
Chamber, but Lord Cranwortu withdrew his opinion, and the 
Exchequer Chamber was affirmed. This was apparently 
sufficient argument over a point of not overwhelming import- 
ance, and, as we have said, it has been generally assumed that 
it settled the matter. A decision to the same effect was given 
by Nevitte, J., in Stdit v. Fenner (1912, 2 Ch. 504). = The 
recent case of Burch v. Farrow’s Bank (1917, 1 Ch. 606) pro 
duced an interesting judgment, in which that learned Judge 
went over the same ground, and with the same result. 


breach, so 





Extraordinary,Traffic. 


Mr. Justice SAnKEY has delivered many judgments which 
summarize, in a manner which adds to our grasp of them, 
principles of law that have gradually grown up in a series of 
disconnected cases. In Abingdon RDU. vy. Oxford City 
Llectric Tramways (Limited) (1917, W. N. 152) he again 
assisted the practitioner by one of these concise but compre- 
hensive decisions, and the Court of Appeal! has upheld his view. 
The question was whether or not certain motor ‘buses, newly 
placed on the road between Oxford and Abingdon to serve a 
residential district in the neighbourhood, were ‘‘ extraordinary 
traffic,’ so that exceptional charges caused by them to the 
be borne by the ’bus owners, and not by the road 
The well-known principle applicable to novel indus 
that the traffic occasioned by them, if it 
unless until 
ordi 

an 


roads must 
iuthority 
district 1 
the 
have 
In othe 


tries ina 
‘extraordinary ”’ and 
there as to 


industry, 


lamages roads, Is 
become 
like 


acquired 


they become so usual 


words, a new 
pauper, is an outsider 
such a settlement in the district as to be irremovable 
if we may apply a somewhat daring analogy. But there is 
a constant tendency of practitioners to contend that an in- 
dustry ceases to be novel when it has become generally intro- 
its introduction to some backward 
district surely does not make it novel. The answer is that each 
district must stand alone, and if an improvement—such as the 
replacement of horse by motor traftic—is novel in any district, 
although common elsewhere, the traffic due to it is in that 
district extraordinary, and until it has become ordinary there 
“extraordinary ”’ 


nary 


immigrant until it has 


duced all over the country : 


it must be burdened in the special way that 
traffic is penalized 
Executors and American Railway Shares. 

THE CREDIT and prosperity of the Pennsylvania Railway 
Company have made it one of the leading railway corporations 
tf the United States, and its shares have been purchased by 
a large number of investors on this side of the Atlantic. We 
hear, however, that the transfer of the shares is occasionally 
attended with difficulty. In England, as is well known, 
executors who wish to claim an 
belong to them as the representatives of a deceased shareholde: 
may either have the shares transferred into their own names, 
becoming to all intents and purposes shareholders in the com 
pany, or, if they do not wish to take this course, may have a 
reasonable time allowed them to sell the shares and produce a 
But the transac 


exercise the rights which 


purchaser who will take a transfer of them. 
tion is not so simple in the case of American railway securitie 

The Pennsylvania Railway Company has its head office in 
Philadelphia and has no office in the United Kingdom. . It 
of course, its own register of shares; but the share certifi 
cates have on the back of each of them a power of transfer 
which is in effect an absolute transfer.of the shares represented 
by the certificate, the transfer being effected in the company’s 
books, and on the back of the certificates is a power of attorney. 
In this power the name of the transferee 1s left blank, and there 
is a further blank left for the name of the attorney, who has 
also a power of substituting attorneys tor himself When this 
power of attorney blank, it the custom of 
bankers and dealers in securities to transfer the certificates 
from hand to hand like a bill of exchange, with an open indorse 
ment, both the name of the transferee and the attorney being 
left in blank 3ut English purchasers of the shares are not 
satisfied with this bearer title, and, naturally enough, take 


has, 


is executed in 


steps to have their names placed on the register of the com 


pany. The result of this precaution is that, on the death of 
the shareholder, his executors are obliged to forward the share 
certificates to America for registration, which involves the 
expense of insurance and the delay of compliance with tedious 
formalities We are informed that these difficulties might 
have been avoided if the deceased shareholder had followed 
the practice of endorsing the share certificates in blank ; but 
such a proceeding would seem to him inconsistent with his 


object in getting the shares registered in his own name. 
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Overhanging Trees. 


Tue liability of a landowner to his neighbours for dangerous 
things which he has brought there at his peril is one of the best 
known doctrines of the law of torts. Curiously enough, how- 
ever, it has never been authoritatively settled where the ground 
of liability is based—on nui ance, negligence or trespass. 
Indeed, some writers of text-books—e.y., Professor SALMOND 

prefer to regard it as a distinct and separate tort, namely, 
responsibility for damage done by dangerous things in one’s 
control and custody Nor is the doubt as to the nature of the 
tort a merely technical difficulty, for certain of the incidents 
of liability may be affected by the answer to it; such as, for 
instance, the question whether an action will lie, without proot 
of actual damage. against the owner of a poisonous tree who 


permits it to overhang his neighbour's land 


Now one special case of this general liability, on which much 
authority of a kind has gradually been accumulating, is that 
of tree A tree may be injurious to one’s neighbour in at 
least three ways It may be rotten and fall on his land It 
may have a luxuriant foliage and overhang his land so as to 
deprive his crops and plants of light, air and rain. Or it 
may be poisonous and kill his cattle when they are so confiding 
as to nibble at the leaves and shoots All these cases have, in 
fact, come before the Court And we think it may be said that 
in all of them the general doctrine is simple Where the 
owner of Blackacre either plants on his land a tree which in 
any of these three ways does injury to Whiteacre. or permits 


such tree, already on his premises, to injure the owner of 
Whiteacre in any of these ways, he is liable in damages to the 
latter In the case of poisonous yew trees, this was decided in 


Crowhurst v. Amersham Burial Board (1878, 4 Ex. D. 5). In 
the case of overhanging trees which injure a neighbour’s crops 
or plants a series of three successive decisions, covering some 
eighty years, established (1) that the occupier of the overhung 
land may cut away the overhanging boughs (Lonsdale v. 
Velson, 1823, 2 B. & C., at p. 311); (2) that he may do so not- 
withstanding that they have hung there for the prescriptive 
period, provided they in fact do damage (Lemmon v. Webh, 
1895, A. C. 1); and (3) that he can recover damages for the 
injury done to his crops by the overhanging trees: Smith vy. 
Giddy (1904, 2 K. B. 448). The case of rotten trees falling 
and injuring one’s neighbour’s property is not so well settled, 
but there is principle in favour of this view, and also a Divi- 
sional Court decision, namely, Bruce v. Caulfield (Times, 2nd 
May ; ante, p 139) 

But it must be noted that it is only in the simplest form of 
the case that the general rule as to liability can be maintained. 
Various attempts to extend it to abnormal cases have failed. 
Thus, if the poisonous trees do not overhang the neighbour's 
land, and the neighbour's cattle reach over and nibble the 
leaves, the owner of the trees is not liable for any consequent 
injury to them, unless he was under an obligation to maintain 
the fences between the properties Ponti qv Noakes (1894, 2 
Q. B. 281). Again, if some stranger—/.¢., some person other 
than the owner of the poisonous tree or his agent—makes 
clippings from the trees and places them on the neighbour’s 
land, with the result that cattle eat them and are poisoned, 
the owner of the tree is not responsible Wilson v. Newherry 
(L. R. 7 Q. B. 31). If a rotten tree falls on the highway 
through ris majyor—e.g., an overwhelming storm—the owner 
is not liable for the obstruction thereby caused, and no doubt 
the same principle would apply if it falls in an exceptional 
storm upon a neighbour's land: //udson v. Bray (33 T. L. R 
118). 

But there is another limitation to the rule as to liability on 
the part of the owner. It may be excluded by the nature of 
the relationship between the occupiers of the neighbouring 
properties. In the normal case to which the rule applies it is 
assumed that the owners of Blackacre and Whiteacre are inde- 


The owner of Blackacre, on which estate stands an overhang- 
ing tree, may have sold or let Whiteacre to the occupier thereof, 
whose cattle in the event suffer damage. Each case requires 
a little consideration, and the doctrine which applies to such 
cases was considered at some length in the recent Divisional 
Court case of Cheater v. Vator (ante, p. 547), where a county 
court judge’s decision that the owner was not liable to his 
tenant was upheld owing to an equal division of opinion in the 
Divisional Court. 

Now, in Cheater v. Cator the facts were these. The de 
fendant, the owner of Blackacre and also of Whiteacre, let 
Whiteacre on a tenancy agreement to the plaintiff. A 
poisonous yew tree, of which the branches overhung White- 
acre, was on Blackacre at the date of the agreement. Some 
time afterwards the tenant’s cattle were injured by eating the 
leaves. Now, if you treat this case as one between the tenant 
of Whiteacre and the owner of Whiteacre, the only relation 
ship between the parties is a contractual one, that of land 
lord and tenant In such a case, if the tenant is to recove) 
damages against his landlord, he must shew either that the 
landlord broke some implied warranty of the lease, or that he 
was guilty of negligence in performing his contractual dutie 
arising out of the lease, or that he let the premises with know 
ledge that there. was a concealed nuisance upon them. None 
of these grounds of claim could be supported in Cheater \ 
(ator. There is no implied warranty, on the part of a land 
lord who lets land on an agricultural lease, that the land is free 
from noxious plants: thisisthe effect of various o/:ter dictaand, 
indeed, of the judgment, in /rskine v. Adeane (8 Ch. App 
756). The nuisance of the poisonous overhanging trees, if it 
be a nuisance, is not concealed. And the suggestion of negli 
gence on the part of the landlord was negatived in /rskine \ 
|\deane (supra), by applying the principle of caveat emptor to 
the case; the tenant has notice of the overhanging yew trees 
when he takes the land. On this ground, then, if we confine 
our attention to the relationship between the landlord 
and tenant of Whiteacre, the latter has clearly no ground ot 
action against the former. ‘This view was the one taken by 
the county court judge, and he naturally held that the land 
lord was not responsible. 

But it must be pointed out, and, indeed, was pointed out, 
by CoLeripGe, J., in the Divisional Court, that Cheater v 
Vator (supra) is not a mere question of the relation between 
landlord and tenant of Whiteacre. The landlord of White 
acre is also the owner of Blackacre, the offending land. May 
not the tenant of Whiteacre have against the owner of Black 
acre an action in tort for the damage done by the latter’ 
poisonous trees? Were he an independent freeholder he wou d 
certainly have such an action: this was conceded by Row att, 
J.. who nevertheless took the view that, in the peculiar circum 
stances of the case, the defendant was not liable. Again, 1! 
the land had been sold to the tenant of Whiteacre by the owne 
of Blackacre, and the tree had been in situ when the sale took 
place, an action for damage would have lain when afterwards 
its branches grew over plaintiff’s land: this also was conceded 
by the latter Judge. And for the sake of argument he 
further conceded, but with some doubt, that, had the tree 
been overhanging at the date of the sale, an action would have 
been maintainable when the subsequent damage to the cattle 
arose But all this, he held, is altered when the case is not 
that of a purchaser of Whiteacre, but a tenant. A purchaser, 
he said. takes the land with all the rights derived from the 
principle, Cuyus est solum, CUS est Use ad colum., Sut a 
tenant merely gets the temporary use of the land for a limited 
purpose, and must take it subject to existing defects, such as 
the presence on it of overhanging poisonous yew trees. So hie 
held with the county court judge, although on a wider ground 
that the liability of the owner of Blackacre towards a neig! 
bouring occupier is excluded when that occupier in fact rente 
the land from himself subject to and with notice of thie 
nuisance. This may be right, though the argument is a litt! 
dificult to follow: and it seems hard on the tenant that he 
should lose, by reason of his neighbour being his landlord, the 





But let us suppose that this is not so. 


pendent freeholders 


remedy he would have if his neighbour were a stranger. 
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Correspondence. 


The Solicitor’s Future. 

[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 

Sir,—The word “ reconstruction ” is in the air. The Government 
has already taken the matter in hand so far as the working classes 
are concerned, and the solution of the difficult questions involved 
is to be the work of a department now in course of formation. 
Though labour, so called, will be the particular care of the new 
authority, all sections and all bodies of men who have risked their 
careers and taken their chance of the future in order to save the 
State will have their own special needs to urge, and the require- 
ments based upon them will demand considerate public attention 
and the removal or lowering of barriers that do not serve the State, 
but are a mere shield to privilege {mongst those whose claims 
will be well founded in this respect are the young solicitors and 
articled clerks, over 4,000 in number, who are taking their part in 
the national defence, and the question arises how their interests can 
best be served, and what particular form the process of recon- 
struction should take on their behalf. 

Replacement merely will not satisfy the working classes, and it 
will be no more than should be expected if it does not satisfy the 
solicitors. Amelioration will be sought as well, and it will be no 
matter for wonder if, having served the State in its necessity, they 
should seek improved prospects in the State equivalent to the 
services they have rendered. It will be remembered that Lord 
Wrenbury, in his remarkable letter to the Times on the subject of 
industrial harmony, stated that the noblest development in human 
relationship is reached when there is “no money in it.’ The 
fundamental blemish in the profession of the solicitor is that, if 
there is money in it (and that is the question with so many), there 
is money in it and little else. With the barrister, on the other 
hand, after a successful career as a junior, the State makes public 
recognition of his services by creating him a “silk,’’ and in due 
course, if his success be maintained, he is raised to the Bench or 
fills one of the many offices to which the Bar is the sole means of 
access. The rewards are honoris causd, and solicitors are entirely 
deprived of them. What this deprivation means can best be under- 
stood by an instance of the beneticial effect of the acknowledgment 
of merit. In an article published some years ago on the doctors of 
Queen Victoria, it was stated that, so scrupulous was the regard 
paid to character in the choice of them, that a new standard was set 
in the profession and the effect of .it was felt throughout. The 
tultivation of habits and the growth of tendencies were induced 
calculated to meet the standard the Sovereign had imposed, and, 
because the posts were open to any member of it and were not the 
privilege of a section only, this invigorating leaven pervaded the 
entire body. There is no such incentive operating in the profession 
of the solicitor, for no attainment on his part, in point of character 
as supplementing ability, will suffice to raise him above the level in 
the Law that his branch of the profession is now set. 

It is desired to approach this subject, as far as it touches the Bar, 
as one lending itself to accommodation, for, as individuals, the 
two branches of the profession maintain the most cordial relations 
To the emoluments of the Bar, great though they are. we are in 
different. The point, and the only point, is that, while both are 
engaged in the administration of the law with equal devotion and 
equal ability, all the responsibility in law rests upon the one, and 
all the honours go to the other. Presumably, the marks of dis- 
tinction accorded to the Bar proceed upon the assumption that 
these are its only returns, and we are invited to regard its pecuniar 
recompense as in the nature of an honorarium also. As a matte? 
of fact, not only do counsel receive fees commensurate with their 
services, but, in practice, these fees are better secured to them than 
are our own, in the measure in fact in which a debt of honour 
amongst people desiring to preserve their honour is generally more 
punctiliously discharged than a legal obligation ; 

It wonld seem, therefore, that the Bar in the matter of profes 
sional rewards has got the best of both worlds. and its privileges 
will need to be revised in the social reconstruction that the war is 
bringing about if solicitors are no longer to be denied the equality 
that by the analogy of other professions is their right. There is no 
pale within the Church any more than there is in Medicine. and 
there should be none in the Law. This differential treatment of 
solicitors serves as a discouragement and is injurious in its effect, 
_ i age ey a ge Soe cries aloud for correction _ The Bar has 

g © be heard in the High Court, and this is the head 
and front of its offending. for it implies so much. It isa privilege 
th it attaches not to the Bar as such, but only to the English Bar, 
and, if not contrived with a view to creating a m< nop ly It operates 
Sry age —— - other branch of the profession of partici- 
pen Sn rd <a ae gre a it He who has the right 

gh Court is eligible for promotion to the Bench 





and to fill the law offices of the Crown, and in this resides the virtue 
of the privilege. For, to qualify for these offices, a high standard 
in point of character is required, and is therefore of necessity 
cultivated 

As things are, solicitors are as effectually debarred from filling 
the law offices as they are denied elevation to the Bench. Not even 
the present Premier himself, though a solicitor, is now, or has been 
at any time in his career, qualified to hold the post of Solicitor- 
General The Solicitor-General is a barrister, and the office is the 
carefully guarded privilege of the Ba And where solicitors have 
the right to be heard—namely, in the county courts—and on that 
account might be thought to acquire a right to promotion to the 
County Court jench, there again the privile ge is reserved to the 
Bar, and our branch of the profession is excluded. In the minor 
offices of the Crown a solicitor may, in a rare Instance, get a 
Mastership, but, generally speaking, the only field of public service 
which he may regard as his own is the municipal field, for the 
town clerkships and other local offices usually fall to solicitors, and 
the Bar does not compete for them. The Bar knows when it 18 
well off. and the service of the State suffices for it It has its 
disabilities as well as its privileges, but these are conceived equally 
in its own interest It cannot recover its fees, but at the same 
time it has no liability for its work Wisely, too, it has denied 
itself the handling of other people’s moneys, and by this denial 
has done more than anything else to keep its honour untarnished. 
Altogether, by what it has taken and by what it das left, it has 
studied its welfare in point of character no less than in point of 
rewards, and we have only to examine the system by which this 
protession il elevation has been reached to mark out for « urselves 


the path of reconstruction along which our efforts should lie 

It is not that the Bar inherently and ab initio is better qualified 
for high office than our own branch The same high standard of 
ability and character is set at the outset as the qualification of 
each, and, if the Bar presents more notable figures amongst its 
members than solicitors do in their branch of the profession, 1t is 
only because the work of the solicitor is more private in character 
and the barrister has waiting for him positions which, as a matter 
of course, give distinction to his career and attract the public eye. 
By comparison with the Bar, solicitors are like a Parliamentary 
party in opposition. Their powers and qualities in office are yet 
unproved, and no particular virtues attach to their names. But 
give them the same opportunities as the Government and the same 
individual eminence will arise. That distinction even without these 
opportunities marks the personnel of the profession is established 
by the fact that the greatest political force of the age and the figure 
on whom the hopes of the country are now chiefly set, Mr. Lloyd 
George, has sprung from its ranks 

And in point of character it must be remembered that temptations 
are liable to attend the path of the solicitor from which the 
barrister is free, and it is a problem, in the determination 
of character, whether a higher level is not reached in the man who 
has been tried and has resisted than in the man who has never 
been called upon to resist because he has never been tried. The 
State in its relations even with the more exalted of its servant, 
does not ignore the contingehcy of human frailty, for the high 
salaries paid to the judges are commonly justified on the ground, 
not merely that they should attract men superior to the tempta 
tions of their « flice. but that they shi uld put these men beyond the 
reach of these temptations. With solicitors, it is not that they 
yield to temptation—very few do—it is that, unlike the Bar, they 
are erposed to temptation, and, unlike the Bench, they are not 
shielded from it if it come, and these conditions have a depressing 
effect on their career. The reconstruction we seek should chiefly 
operate in mitigating this evil, and, if we ask for the profession a 
new prospect in the State and a new standard by which to qualify 
for it, it is only in consequence of our belief that the professional 
tone can best. be invigorated thereby 

We see the effect of outlook upon the Bar, and we desire to come 
under the same beneficial influences We see its effect upon the 
medical profession, and we wish our future to be shaped by it. We 
see, in both, systems lit by lofty encouragement, and we desire to 
enter them. We wish to see a better professional world for those 
sons and pupils of ours who will be returning with their laurels to 
take our places And on nothing is our heart more set than on 
the elimination, for their sake, of those pitfalls in our profession 
that have been the undoing of some, the trial and test of others, 
and may yet be the ruin of more. The business of the solicitor 
being what it is and what, from public necessity, it must remain, 
the risks that attend it may be regarded as its inevitable accom 
paniment. But, if they cannot be removed, they can be counter- 
acted by giving a new direction to our aims, and this direction, it is 
our purpose to show, is hest sought in a demand to share with the 
Bar the right of andience in the High Court. for this implies access 
to the light beneath which the professional virtues flourish. Give 
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us this right to be heard in the High Court; let there be King’s 
Solicitors as well as King’s Counsel, if His Majesty be pleased to 
uppoint them; let the post of Solicitor-General be filled by a 
solicitor ; and let the elevation of the solicitor to the Bench, when 
he is otherwise qual ifi« 1ot be denied merely on the ground of his 
being a solicitor, and whole character of the profession will be 
transformed REFORMER 
Jur ‘ Lo 


High Court Judges and Knighthood. 

l'o the Editor of ¢ rs’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. ] 

Sir In “ Cu t pics ler t] ading “ The Legal Birth 
day Honour ! 6 ol Jou t is stated that a High 
Court judgeship ent s the holder to an immediate knighthood 
A lth: ugh bu that honour I th nk that he 1s rather 
bound to accep t ent ‘ ‘ if 

When Mr. . ce right, who was idical, was informed by 
the Prime Mu er of the en itention to confer the honour of 
knighthood uy said that | leclined it. But the 
Prime Minister, in a1 e! which he ss famous, explained to 
Mr. Justice Wright th he honour was 1 Way personal to him, 
but that Her Majesty required he knights 

By the way, neither Lord Justice . wr Mr. Justice Den- 
man was knighted [he had preced ce as ers’ sons 
June 18, 1917 D 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


House of Lords. 
DENNIS v. A. J. WHITE & CO. 24th April; 14th June. 


WORKMEN Compt rlON ARISING Our or THE EMPLOYMENT 
SICYCLI IDEN VORKMAN DOING THE PARTICULAR THING He WAS 
EMPLOYED TO ty NCIDENTAL TO Hits EMPLOYMENT—WORKMEN’S 
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workman to a risk of a general nature. In the case of injury by light 


ing it was very material to inquire whether the work involved special! 


exposure to the danger of being so struck, as in the case of employmen 
on a steeple or elevated scaffolding. In the case of injury by a boml 
thrown from hostile air-craft, the fact that the workman was enga 

m work in a building brilliantly lighted so as to attract the aotic 

the enemy crews might be most material as shewing that the injury 
by the bomb was one which arose out of the employment. In th 
)t sunstroke or frostbite, it was material to shew that the work inv 
special exposure to the heat or the cold. If the injury was the res 
of an assault it was material to shew that the employment wa ’ 


is to involve liability to such mishaps, as in the case of a gamekeeper 


or watchman (see Mitchinson vy. Day Bros., 57 SoLicirors’ JOuRNAI 
4300 1913. 1 K. B. 603: and Weekes v. Stead, 58 Sonictrors’ Journa 
633; 7 B. W. C. C. 398). Where the risk was one shared by all 
vhether in or out of employment, in order to shew that the accident ar 
out of the employment it must be established that special exposure t 
was involved. But when a workman was sent into the street or 
master’s business, whether occasionally or habitually, his employn 
necessarily involved exposure to the risks of the streets and injury 
such a cause arose out of his employment. In his lordship's of; 

it was quite immaterial whether the nature of the employment in 
continuous or only occasional exposure to the dangers of the street 
Che frequency of the exposure to a risk increased the chance of t 
occurrence of an accident, but it had no bearing on the question whet 

it arose out of the employment, which was settled by the fact that 
exposure was one of its terms, whether on many occasions or on « 
His lordship referred with approval to the two Scottish cases 
McNeice v. Singer Sewing Machine Co. (1911, 8. C. 12; 4 B. W. | 
351) and Hughes v. Betts (1915, S. C. 150; 8 B. W. C. C. 362), in w) 
the Court of Session took the broader view and laid it down that, if t 
accident happened to a workman while doing that which he was ordered 


o do, the character and quality of the risk did not depend, as the 


England decisions decided it did, upon the number of times which 
workman was called upon to face it, nor did the right to compensat 
depend upon the number of times which a man performed his d 
In conclusion, he was of opinion that the accident here arose out 
the employment, being due to a risk of the streets which the em) 
ment required the claimant to face He agreed with the dissent 
judgment of Sargant, J., and moved that the appeal should be allow 
with such costs there and below as were usual in pauper cases 

Ear] Lorepurn, Lord SHaw, and Lord PaRMOOR read judgment 
the like effect 

Lord PARKER, in concurring, said it required no direct evidence 
prove that a boy employed to ride a bicycle through London traffic rat 
the risk of injury by collision with other vehicles. The risk 
inherent in the nature of the employment. Most employments 
peculiar risks inherent in their nature. A person employed to br 
stones ran the risk of being injured by a flying splinter A pers 
employed to climb a ladder ran the risk of injury from a fall 
neither ise would positive evidence be necessary to prove that 
injury by accident arose out of the employment. On the other hand 
risk might be such that without further evidence no such inference wv ( 

s, for instance, being struck by lightning, getting frost-bitt: 


} 


\ 
} 
rise \ 
injured by bombs dropped from hostile air-craft. Here the work 
met with an accident while doing the particular thing he was ordere 
employer to do, namely, to ride the bicycle to a particular pl : 
ntly the a dent which befell him arose out of, as we 
the course of, his employment.—Counssx, for the appellant, ¢ 
iliems and BE. Lewis Dartes; for the respondents, Righy Swift, KAA 
d Shake peare SOLICITORS, Berry Tompku 2, d: C'o William Hind 


| & Son.’ 


[Reported by Ersaitne Rein, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Court of Appeal. 


PLUMMER v. PLUMMER (DOROTHY FRANCES PLUMMER, 


Intervener). No. 2. 5th June. 


MARRIAGE—MARRIAGE By LiIceNce BEForE REGISTRAR—FRAUDUI 
MISDESCRIPTION OF PARTIES IN Notice MApe WITH THE KNow! 
or Botn HvusBAND AND WIFE—PETITION ror NULLITY—DECREE NI 
SuBpseQuENT INTERVENTION OF CHILD—MARRIAGE ACT, 1836 (6 
Witt. 4, c. 85), ss. 4, 42—Marriace ann ReGistration Act, 
19 & 20 Vier. c. 119), ss. 17, 18, 19—Marrimonrat Causes Act 
7 ED. 7, ¢. 122). 6. a 


/ 1903 the petitioner was married by licens hefore the sup 
ent registrar to Rose B. Loveday, a minor In order toa kee 
cret from her father. who had refused to give his con 
¢, hy agreement, filled in the 
of the Marriage and Registration Act, 1856, by stating 
of the wife as R. BE. Finlow, and her father, who was then 
a de eed In 1916. the hushand obtained a decree nisi for 7 
i the marr aqe hased on the ahove facts The petit on was unde fe 
Held, rescinding the decree nisi, and dismissing the petition 
no andloqy between the case of am rrriage hy hannes a 
Though a wilful misdescr 


statutory notice require 


ce before a registrar by licence 


of one of the parties would invalidate a marriage hy hani if ww 


not invalidate ne by licence In the former case the main object 
fo secure publicity: in the latter, identity 
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Decision of Bargrave Deane, J., reversed. 

Re Rutter (1907, 2 CA. 592) approved. 

Appeal against a decree nisi of nullity granted by Bargrave Deane, 
J. In 1903 the petitioner was married by licence before the superin- 
tendent registrar to Rose Elizabeth Loveday, who was then a minor. 
To keep the marriage secret from her father, who had refused his con 
sent, the parties agreed to insert in the previous statutory notice under 
the Marriage and Registration Act, 1856, s. 3, the name of the wife 
as Rose Elizabeth Finlow, and her father, who was then alive, was 
stated to be deceased. In 1916 the husband presented a petition for 


nullity of marriage based on the above facts. There was one child of 
the marriage, the intervener, but her birth was not stated in the peti 
tion No defence was offered to the petition by the wife, and a decree 


nisi was granted by the learned Judge The daughter, D. F. Plummer, 
by her guardian ad litem, the Official Solicitor, obtained leave under 
section 3 of the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1907, to intervene and to 
appeal against the decree nisi. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., in allowing the appeal, said that it must 
be borne in mind that the marriage in this case was one by licence in a 
registry office, and not the case of a marriage by banns. The distinction 
vas that a fraudulent misdescription known to both parties would in 
validate a marriage by banns, but not a marriage following such mis 
description in a licence. There was no publicity in a marriage by 
licence, and the principles applicable in the case of a marriage by banns 
had therefore no < pplication to a marriage by licence. He referred to 
the judgment of Swinfen Eady, L.J. (then Swinfen Eady, J.), in Re 
Rutter (1907, 2 Ch. 592), in which he said : ‘‘ Section 17 of the Marriage 
aml Registration Act, 1856, prevents any question of residence from 
being raised in any proceedings touching the validity of a marriage 
ynce solemnized, and though sections 18 and 19 impose the penalties of 
perjury and liability to forfeiture of property accruing by marriage on 
parties wilfally giving a false notice, they do not invalidate the mar 
riage thereby procured. Marriages in false names have been held valid 
in many cases of marriage by licence—e.g., Lane v. Goodwin (4 Q. B. 
361), where Lord Denman, C.J., said: There is no authority for the 
general proposition that a marriage licence is made absolutely void by 
a mistake in the name of one party. The reason for which banns are 
held invalid on this account does not extend to licences.’’ To hold 
that the marriage was invalid would be to bastardize the child. The 
decision below wo:ld be rescinded and the petition dismissed. 

BANKES and WARRINGTON, L.JJ., gave judgment to the same effect. 
CounseL, for the appellant, Hollis Walker and Stuart Bevan; for the 
King’s Proctor, Sir Gordon Hewart, S.-G., and Bayford ; for the peti 
tioner, McCall, K.C., and W. A. Metcalfe. Soricirors, the Official 
Solicitor; the King’s Proctor; Stern. 

{Reported by Erskine Rei, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re CRISPIN & CO'S TRADE MARK. Eve, J. 13th June. 


TrapE Mark—ReEGIsTRATION—CONDITION—GEOGRAPHICAL LimMITATION— 
To BE USED ONLY IN Russta—Trapp Marks Act, 1905 (5 Eb. 7, ©. 
15), ss. 14 (4), 15, 21. 

The Registrar of Trade Marks has no power to direct registration of 
a trade mark subject to a condition that it shall be used only in a 
particular country, such a condition not being contemplated hy the 
Trade Marks Act, 1905. 

This was an application to vary the decision of the Registrar of 
Trade Marks by removing the condition imposed by him limiting the 
territory in which the mark might be used. The Registrar allowed the 
mark to be registered for use in Russia only. Sub-section 4, of section 
14, of the Trade Marks Act, 1905, provides that the Registrar * shall, 
after hearing the parties, if so required, and considering the evidence, 
decide whether and subject to what conditions registration is to be 
permitted.”” The respondents contended that the Registrar had no 
power under the Act to impose such a limitation. 

Eve, J.—This appeal raises the question whether there is jurisdiction 
under the Trade Marks Act, 1905, to impose on an applicant as a 
term on which his trade mark may be registered a condition that. it 
shall be used only in a particular country. The mark here in question 
consists of the representation of three bars of iron laid across one 
another in a triangular shape enclosing the English word ‘‘ Bravo” in 
Roman characters and its equivalent in Russian letters, and the appli- 
cants applied to register it for use in connection with metals in Class 5, 
and with cutlery and edge tools in Class 12. It appears from the 
evidence that the foreign trade of the applicants in the goods comprised 
in these two classes is a very important one, particularly in Russia, 
and the learned Registrar. having arrived at the conelusion that the 
triangle is common to the trade, has required the applicants to dis laim 
any right to the exclusive use of a triangular border, and has imposed 
the further condition that they shall limit the use of the mark to 
Russia. It is against this last part of his order that this appeal is 
brought. In my opivion the power to impose this geographical limit 
is to be found, if at all, in sub-section 4, of section 14, of the Act. I do 
not think section 15 is relevant on this point, though it may indicate 
a method by which the scope and effect of the geographical limit, if 
capable of being imposed at all, might be defined ; and section 21, which 
was also relied on, has in my opinion no application to marks which 
are not identical or nearly identical marks. The question is therefore 








reduced to the enquiry whether a condition imposing a geographical 
limit to the use of the mark is within the sub-section I have reterred 
to. In the case of Re the Trade Mark of John Dewhurst & Sons (1896, 
2 Ch. 137) the Court of Appeal, considering the very analogous pro- 
visions of sub-sections 4 and 5, of section 62, of the Act of 1883, held 
that the Legislature had made no provision for granting a trade mark 
which should be used only in one particular country, and although 
it is true that this conclusion was assisted by, or possibly in part 
based upon, an examination of the ' 
to be kept under the then subsisting statutes and of the matters which 


character of the register which was 


were to be entered therein, and that under the present Act the entries 
in the register cover a wider area and include conditions and limitations 
qualifying or affecting the registration, it is impossible to read the 
forcible language in which each of the Lord Justices expressed his 


opinion on this question of a geographical limit without appreciating 
that the point about the register was only a subsidiary one, and that 


the real ground of the decision was the absence of all statutory authority 
to impose such a condition or limitation. So Lord Justice Kay puts it 
at p. 155, where he says I cannot find that this Act enables the 
Court to put upon the register a trade mark with a limitation of this 
kind 1 should expect, if that were the meaning of the Legislature, to 
find in the Act a distinct provision that a trade mark may be registered 
for one country only There is nothing of the kind in the Act. The 
only section which in any way can be treated as having that meaning, 
or giving to the Comptroller, or Board of Trade, or this Court, any 
power of limiting in that way is section 62, which refers to the im 
position of conditions; but I do not think that imposing conditions 


in that section means a limitation of the geographical area within which 


the trade mark can be used I think that if that had been the meaning 


it would have been expressed in more explicit and plain words, and 
[ do not find anything in the Act which authorizes any such con 
struction.’’ With this plain and unequivocal statement of the law 
before them the framers of the Act of 1905 substantially reproduced the 


provisions of the earlier Act relating to conditions without making any 
specific reference to geographical limitations, except—and I agree with 
Mr. Moritz that the exception is a significant incident—in the case of 
identical or nearly identical marks registered under section 21 From 
all of which I draw the conclusion that the law under the present Act 
is the same in these respects as regards all marks other than identical 
or nearly identical marks as it was under the Act of 1883, and that 
the decision which has been cited is equally applicable to the law as 
it now exists as it was to the law existing in 1896. Accordingly | 
allow the appeal, and the respondents must pay the costs of the appellant 


and of the Registrar of the appeal. In ordinary circumstances | should 
also order the respondents to pay the costs inc urred before the Re gistrar, 
but counsel on his behalf is instructed to say that a practice has grown 


up of imposing geographical limitations as a condition of registration, 
and that in this case registration of the mark without such a limitation 
would have been refused. In these circumstances and notwithstanding 
that there is no cross notice of appeal, and to avoid the delay and 
expense of sending the matter back to the Registrar, I extend the time 
in which the respondents, J. J. Savile & Co., may appeal from the 
Registrar's decision, which, as matters stand, leaves the mark on the 
register subject to the disclaimer to which the applicants have raised 
no objection, for 14 days from to-day; and if notice of appeal is 
given within that extended time, 1 will allow either party to give 
further evidence, and when the evidence is complete, an application 
can be made to fix a day for the hearing In this event I will deal 
with the costs of the hearing before the Registrar on the hearing of 
that appeal; but if no notice of appeal is given within the time I have 
limited, all the respondents must pay these costs in addition to the 
costs of the appeal.—CounseL, 7. Moritz; James Whitehead; Austen 
Cartmell. Sortcrrors, Wilson d Son; Peacock d& Goddard, for Younge, 
Wilson, & Co , Sheffield ; Solicitor to the Board of Trade. 

[Reported by 8. E. Witt1ams, Barrister-at-Law.] 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
King’s Bench Division. 


ELIESON +. PARKER. Div. Court. 15th May. 
Motor CAR—INVALID CARRIAGE PROPELLED By ELECTRICITY—MoTOR 
Car Act, 1903 ( 3 Ep. 7, c. 36), s. 20 (1)—Locomotives on H1GHways 
Act, 1896 (59 & 60 Vict. c. 36), s. 1. 


A vehicle designed for invalids, driven hy electricity, with an average 
rate of two miles an hour and an extreme limit of four to five miles an 
hour, and weighing 24 cwt,, is a motor car within the Motor Car Act, 
1903 : if must he registered, and the person driving it must be licensed 


under the Act 


Conviction under the Locomotives on Highways Act, 1896, as amended 
by the Motor Car Act, 1903. The appellant, Elieson, was convicted and 
fined 10s. for using an unregistered motor car and for driving a motor 
var without being licensed The vehicle in question was an invalid 
carriage or bath chair, of which Mr. Elieson claimed the invention, 
which was driven by electricity. Ite weight was about 24 cwt., and it 
had an average speed of two miles an hour, its extreme limit of speed 
being from four to five miles an hour. In the case as stated by the 
justices it was found as a fact that if the vehicle met with the slightest 
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instance, if it ran into, or were run into by, a moderate 
ild instantly stop without either the dog or the vehicle 


obstacle, for 
sized dog, it wo1 
being injure i 
Viscount ; d it was by no 
this matter beer appellant's « 
of \ 
should they no ‘ ‘ x n if 
defir py r te ! irs 
wheth 
Highw 


defi 


possible to treat 
on the principle 

and why 
within the 


Wae 


means 
insel, 
eneral use 
fell 
question 


de ane ehicles might 
they 

only 
the Locom 
ur Act, 1903 
tion (1) 


tives on 
The 
of the 
in the Act 
was not a vehicle 
mn of light loco 


definition 

the Mot 

) 

comotive 

vehicle 

ding to the definit 
n the statute 

irred Appeal dismissed.—COUNSEL, 

oun, for appellant; 77. D. Roome, 

Pakeman, Son, & Read; Wontner & 


the 


KsoTtT, Barrister at-Law.] 


New Orders, &c. 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 
tf f 15th June 


ontal t following 


relati 


making new 


printed below 


below 
1916. 


printed further 
Order, 
ctending to the Isle of 

of Exemp 


Jur e. 
yub 
1917, of 


de the list 
10th May, 
and 


Siam may be 
been made to 
follows 


he North 


the Board of Trade, 

t Act, 1916, re 
tal up to 459 

1 9th June respe 
Order, 1917 

(No > of the 

1917), 


yulrin 


t vely, 
relating 


beer made to 

as follows 

1) 

en ww ide by the Board of Trade, 
Amendment Act, 1916, requirir 
bringing the total—according 


Sussex 


4 


to 


ted 120) 
1 


pril and 9th 


Marit 
f 


J Ine il 
Mav. as t 


h 


1 14th June respectively, 
Sales of Wool. 


Mav (No 
cancelled), relating 


ers. dated 4t 165 of 
1916, which 

» print | the following Food 
An Order, dated llth June nferri 
W: he ul \Iea ires 


su mestic Preservir 


Orders 


Inspec 


ertain pow 


Order, 1917, dated 11th June 


A Proclamation 


CERTAIN ARTICLES TO SwITzERLAND 
rHE Present War. 


EXPORTATION OF 
DURING 


RELATING TO THI 


t Re itals ] 

It is hereby declared that the exportation of the articles mentioned in 
the ond colur of the Schedule hereto is prohibited to the country 
named in the first column of the said Schedule unless those articles are 
consigned to the persons referred to in the third column of the said 
Schedule 

13th June, 


se nr 





| SCHEDULE. 


ountry Articles. Authorised Persons. 


| 
| 


Société Suisse 
Surveillance 
nomique, 


Such of the articles in the 
following List as are not 
for the time being pro- 
hibited to be exported to 
a destipat:ou in Switzer 
land :— 

Bullion ; 

Coin, gold and silver; 

Gold: bullion, dust and 
ingots; bars, battered 
articles ; 

Money > 

Silver: bar, ingot, powder, 
raw and scrap 


Switzerland de 


Eco- 





New Defence of the Realm Regulations. 
ORDER IN COUNCIL. 

itals. } 

It is hereby ordered that the following amendments be made in the 


Defence of the tegulations : 


> 
ver 


tealm 
n of Profits on Sub-Contracts for War S up plie §. 


shall be 
the 
person 


! 
le ToOLlOwW 
LOLIOW 


neserted :— 
Minister 
hereinat 


on 2p tl ng regulation 

the Admiralty or Army Council o 
entered into a contract with 
‘the principal contractor ') for the supply to them of a 
and for the pury 


Muniti« 


referred to 


al y 





as 
| ses of such contract a sub-contract 
thirteenth day of June, nineteen hundred and sevente¢ 

made with any person (whether such sub-contract is mad 
the principal ccntractor or any sub-contractor), and it appears 

Admiralty or Army Council or the Minister of Munitions that the 1 
f profit earned or to be earned by the sub-contractor in respect oi 
| sub-contract is unreasonable or excessive, the Admiralty or Army Cour 
or the Minister of Mnitions may (whether or not the sub-contract 
heen completed) issue a certificate to that effect and may by order 
the terms of the sub-contract by the substitution therefor of such tern 
they may think fair and reasonable, and require the sub-contractor 


voods or services, 
| has after the 

een other 
+} 


1) to carry out the sub-contract in whole or in part in accorda! 
th the terms as so varied; and 
4) either in addition or 
adjust the price of any goods already supplied or any services already 
rendered in accordance with the terms so varied, and to account 
other party to the sub-contract for any consequential reduct 


thereto as an alternative therefo 


to the 


price 
vided that no orde r made unde this regulation shall affect the price 
ods supplied or services rendered under any sub-contract w! 
ib-contract has been completed and the payment has been made 
ve than one year before the date of the order. 
f , contractor in of whom such an 
with any of the requirements contained in the order 
i ffence st these regulations: 
ded that if the sub-contractor does not agree to the terms fix 
I Admiralty or Army Council or the Minister of Munitions, 
may require the terms to be determined in the manner and in accorda 
vith the principles prescribed by Regulation 2p, without prejudice | 
to h I lig 


respect order is n 


yt ar 


again 


evel ration in the meantime to comply with the terms of t 
order 

“In the event of the Admiralty or Army Council or the Minister 
Mur exercising the powers conferred upon them by this regu! 
tion, the price payable by them to the principal contractor under 
principal contract shall be reduced by such an amount, not exceed 
the amount of the saving to the principal contractor due to the exe 
of such powers, as may be determined by the Admiralty or Army 
the Minister of Munitions, 

Chis regulation shall apply where the Admiralty or Army Coun 
the Minister of Munitions have required the occupier of any factory 

kshop to place at their disposal the whole or any part of the out 
of the factory or workshop as if the occupier had contracted with the 
Admiralty or Army Council or the Minister of Munitions to supply su 
x part thereof at the price payable therefor as ascertained 


” 


ions 


or 


output « 
accordance with regulation 7. 


Restriction on Sale of Agricultural Horses. 


REC 


2. After regulation 2s the following regulation shall be inserted : 

“ 2r.—(1) An occupier of an agricultural holding in Great Brita 
shall not sell or part with the possession of any horse used, or capal 
of being used, for the cultivation of the holding except with the authori; 
of a licence granted under this regulation. 

“ (2) The Board of Agriculture and Fisheries in relation to any holding 
in England or Wales, and the Board of Agriculture for Scotland in rela 


Ww 





tion to any holding in Scotland, may by licence authorize the occupier of 8 presc 
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holding to sell or part with the possession of a horse, if the Board are 
satisfied that the cultivation of the holding will not be thereby prejudiced, 
or that for any other reason the issue of such a licence is necessary or 
desirable, and any licence so issued may contain such conditions as the 
foard think desirable. 
3) The Board hereinbefore referred to may authorize any person 

or any body constituted by the Board under these regulations to exercise 
n behalf of the Board the power of issuing licences under this regulation. 
4) Any person who sells or parts with the possession of a horse in 
contravention of this regulation or fails to comply with any condition 
of a licence issued under this regulation, and any person who buys any 
horse which he knows to be sold to him in contravention of this regu 
lation, shall be guilty of a summary offence against these regulations 
“ (5) The expressions ‘ agricultural holding’ and ‘ occupier’ shal] have 
the same meaning as in regulation 15 p 
(6) The Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction for 
Ireland may, for the purpose of maintaining in Ireland a stock of horses 
sufficient for the cultivation of the land, by order prohibit or restrict 
the exportation of horses from Ireland, and any person who contravenes or 
fails to comply with the provisions of any such order shall be guilty of 
a summary offence against these regulations.” 


Control of Canaia 





92 


3. At the end of regulation 9H (ante, pp. 286, 494), the following sub 
section shall be inserted :— 

“(6) The Board of Trade shall have power by order to apply this 
regulation to undertakings of carriers by canal in like manner and with 
the like consequences as in the case of canals, and for the purposes of this 
provision the expression ‘carrier by canal’ means a person, not being 
an owner of a canal, who carries on the business of transporting goods by 
canal, and the expression ‘ undertaking’ includes all buildings, barges, 
machinery and plant used by the owner thereof in connection with such 
business. "’ 

( losing of Licensed Premises 


4. In regulation 10. after the words “all or any members of His 


Majesty's forces”’ there shall be inserted the words “ or of the forces of 
any of His Majesty’s Allies.” 


Safety Rules for Ammunition Factoric 


5. In paragraph (a) of regulation 35a, for the words “ in or upon which 
any ammunition or explosive substance or any highly inflammable sub 
stance required for the preduction thereof is manufactured, treated, pro 
duced, handled, carried, stored or deposited, or where the same may at 
any time be’’ there shall be substituted the words “ which in their 
opinion it is necessary in the interests of the public safety and the 
defence of the realm specially to safeguard against the risk of fire and 
ther dangers on account of the nature of the materials manufactured, 
treated, produced, handled, carried, stored or deposited therein or in 
the vicinity thereof.” 


Transfer of Registry of Britisl Ship 


6. After regulation 39r, the following regulation shall be inserted: 

* 39c. An application for the transfer of the registry of a British ship 
from a port of registry in the United Kingdom to a port of registry out 
side the United Kingdom shall not be made without the consent of the 
Board of Trade.”’ 

Inter pretation. 


7. At the end of regulation 62 there shall be inserted the words “ For 
the purposes of these regulations references to Allies and States in 
alliance with His Majesty shall include States acting in co-operation with 
His Majesty in the present war.” 

13th June. 


Aliens Restriction Order. 
ORDER IN COUNCIL. 


[Recitals. ] 
It is hereby ordered, as follows: 
In subsection (1) of Article 25n of the principal Order. for the words 
m ‘*‘by race a Greek ’’ down to ‘‘a Christian,”’ iv lusive, there shall 
be substituted the words :— 
a) by race a Greek, Armenian, or Syrian, or a member of any 
ther community well knawn as opposed to the Turkish régime, 
and to be a Christian; or 
‘(b) by race a Jew or an ‘Arab, and to be a native of Bagdad 
or any other place in Mesopotamia.”’ 
13th June. 


Surrender of Motor Car Licences. 
REGULATIONS FOR THE PURPOSE OF SECURING REPAY- 
MENT OF DUTY 
Whereas it is provided by Clause 9 of the Finance Bill now before 
Parliament that ‘‘ Where the holder of any licence to keep a motor 
car granted for the year nineteen hundred and seventeen hag at any 
time before the first day of July in the said year surrendered the licence 
in such manner and to such person or authority as may have been 
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Head Office: ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C. 3. 
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being cancelled, he all be entitled to repayment of one-half of the 


Now, Therefore, We, being Two of the Lords Commissioners of His 
Majesty's Treasury, hereby issue the following regulations 


der of licence to keep a motor car granted for the 


year 1917 desires make application for repayment of one-half the 
dluty paid « the ence e must do so by surrendering his licence 
hefore the lst day fi J ily 1917, it one of the places or t one of the 
persons me! ed below 

2) Applica may | nade 

In England and W 

At Money Order Office, or, if preferred, to the Comptroller and 
\ untant-reneral, General Post Oftice, London, E.C. 1, under cover 
marked | ce refund.”’ 


To the Officer of Custon und Excise for the Excise Station in which 


t vpplicant resides, or, if preferred, to the Collector of Customs and 
Excise at one of the foll ng places Aberdeen, Campbeltown, Dum- 
fries, Dundee, Edinburg Eigin, Glasg 280, Creorge-street), Grange- 
mouth, Greenock, Inverne Perth, Stirling 

In Ireland 

\t ‘ Money Orde Offices ol if preferred, to the Accountant, 
General P Oth I) inde ver marked ‘ Licence refund.”’ 

5 IT} ettel ind number of the Car should be entered on the 
Licence form before it irrendered When the licence has been in 
luded hedulk { ther licences particulars of the amount to be 
repaid should a be stated In the case of a echedule yntaining 
othe ences the hedule will in due course be returned amended to 
he 

1) Subject the approva Parliame repayment will be made, 
as regards England and Wales by the Comptroller and Accoantant- 
General. General Post Office London, E.C. 1, as regards Scotland by 
1 Collector f Customs and Excise and as regards Ireland by the 
Ay , Ceneral P Offiee, Dublin If repayment is desired at 
un add han t ippea g on the licence form or schedule 
t} s ild he ted the surrendered licence form or hedule 

These regulatior ive applicable to licences for Motor Cars, in 
cluding motor cycl ind hackney motors 


Ntanley Baldwir 
J T wyn J ner 


8th June, 1917 


Food Orders. 
Inspectors of Weights and Measures, 


In exercise, &c., the Food Controller hereby authorizes every Inspec 
tor of Weights and Measures and Deputy Inspector of Weights and 
Measures and every other person performing the duties of an Inspector 
of Weights and Measure 


1 


(7) to take samples of any flour in the possession of any miller 
or baker or seller of flour or bread; ‘ 

(4) to require any person, having in his possession for sale by 
retail any package of tea, to weigh such package or its contents 
in his presence ; and 

(c) in England and Ireland to prosecute any offence against the 
Defence of the Realm Regulations occasioned by any breach of 
Article 5 of the Manufacture of Flour and Bread Order (No. 2), 
1917, the Bread Order, 1917, the Cake and Pastry Order, 1917, 
and the Tea (Nett Weight) Order, 1917, and of any other Order 
hereafter to be made by the Food Controller in respect of which 
any powers or duties are conferred upon an Inspector of Weights 
ind Measures 

Devonport, Food Controller. 





prescribed by regulations made by the Treasury, for the purpose of 


llth June. 
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l. Sugar for domeatt preserving. } 
sugar issued by the Royal Commission on the Sugar Supply (herein- 


after called the Sugar Commission) domestic 


vith such ur as to divert the 
the sugar except for the purpose for 
- we ny 
shall on the invoice or package clearly 
fruit ¢ 


of fruit grown by the preserver, as the 


Mr 


tor 


preserving of fruit or for the purpose o 
fruit grown by the preserver, such person shall not dispose of or deal 
sane 


which 


sale 
state that the sugar may 
for the domesti 


Dev 


7. Pe lty If ! person acts in 
nids or abet ther person i u 
this Order, tl | I uilty i a 
Defence i tl R n Reyulatior ind 
every director 1 officer of the company 
offence a nst t e regulation unies he 
tion took place t it his knowledge 

8. Titl rh Order n be cited 
erving) Order 117 

Lith June 

Local Government Board indorsen 


Societies. 


The Union Society of London. 


The society met at the Middle Temple ( 
20th June, 1917, at p.1 The subject fe 
injustice has been and being done to licensed vi 
und regulations 
Stranger. The motion 


LIST OF QUALIFIED MEMBERS OF THE SOCIETY 


the 


¢ 


purpose ot the 
the domestic preserving of 1917, at 2 p.m. 
The following are the provisions of Bye-law 15 as to the business to 


The Sugar (Domestic Preserving) Order, 1917. 
In exercise, &c., the Food Controller hereby orders as follows : 
Where any person receives any 


The Law Society. 


ANNUAL GENRAL MEETING. 


The annual general meeting of the members of this Society will be held 


in the Society’s Hall (Chancery-lane entrance), on Friday, the 6th July, 


+ 


any other purpose, or US€ transacted at an annual general meeting, namely : 


such sugar was 


any such sugar 


may be 


ontravention of this 


issued 


the vendor 


“The business of an annual general meeting shall be the election 
president, vice president, and members of Council, as directed by t 
be used Charter, and also the election of auditors; the reception of the accoun 
preserving | submitted by the auditors for approval, the reception of the ann 


report of the Council, and the disposal of business introduced by 


their clerks. The work involved has been considerable. 
Order or | tions and re-applications have been heard and disposed of. 


t 


11S 


3. Sugar dé ed to be issued f domestic preserving.}—Where the | Council. and of any other matter which may consistently with the Chart 
invoice relating to any sugar or the package containing the same bears | and Bye-laws be introduced at such meeting.” 
a statement to the effect that the igar in question may be used only Jelow will be found the names of the candidates nominated to 
for the domestic preserving of fruit or for the domestic preserving of | the twelve vacancies in the Council, and in the offices of president, + 
Trait gy by t preserver, tl gar ill be deemed to have been | president and auditors, with the names and addresses of the nominato 
issued by the Sugar Commi n for the purpose stated 

i. & hy 4 tailers.}—(a) No grocer or retailer shall sell agi 
or dispose of any sugar issued by the Sugar Commission for the pur The following are extracts from the Annual Report of the Counci 
pose of domestic preservil f fruit grown by the preserver ept to The War.—The Society’s records shew that up to the 31st December, 
such persons as have lodged with him formal applications for such | 1916 2,570 solicitors and 1,285 articled clerks have joined His Majesty; 
sugar in manner required by the Sugar Commission. , Forces. They also show that 302 solicitors and 200 articled clerks ha 

(6) No grocer or retailer shall sell or di of any sugar issued by | given their lives in the service of their country. 180 solicitors a1 
the Sagar Commission for the domestic preserving of fruit cept to | thirty-eight articled clerks have been mentioned in despatches, of whor 
such persons as the grocer or other retailer reasonably believes to re- | five solicitors and one articled clerk have been twice mentioned. 
quire the ume for such purpose The following Honours have been awarded :— 

(c) In tl ise of all the sugar mentioned in tl lause the grocer Solrs. A.C. 
or other ret r shall comply with such directi is the Sugar Com Companions of the Sath 2 
mission 1 from time to time Companions of St. Michael and St. George 8 

5. Wronaf quisit No person shall acquire or attempt to Companions of the Distinguished Service Order 27 l 
wequire Vel 41 for puryx for which the same was Awarded Distinguished Conduct Medal 4 l 
issued or make any false statement on any application or declaration Awarded the Military Cross Re 72 52 
to be made in connection with such sugar Awarded Bar to Military Cross 1 l 

6. Ree / Ever person dealing anv sugar to which this Awarded the Military Medal — 1 
Order appre h keep records of the pe or to whom any such sugar Awarded the Croix de (iuerre 1 1 
was supplied, and the quantities supplied and the dates of such supply The Advisory Committee, the appointment of which was referred 
and such record ull at all times be open to the inspection of any | in the last Annual Report, have been sitting almost daily throughout 
person authorized by the Food C ller or the local authority or of | the year, advising various Military tepresentatives to Local Tribun: 

Inspector of Weights and Measures or Depaty Inspector of Weights | upon applications for exemption from military service of solicitors and 


3,014 applica 


The Coun 


thing in contravention of | believe that the work of this Committee has proved of inestimabl 
ry offence against the | advantage to the profession and the country. In all cases applicar 


h person is mpany 
ilso guilty of summary | is familiar with 
prove that the contraven glad to be able 
nsent advice 
the Sugar (Domestic Pre have re 
18 
onrort, Food Controller. | of the Advisory 


ent (ante, p. 529.)] 


mmon Room on Wednesday, 
T hat rave 
tuallers and brewers 


debate was, 


NOMINATED 
MEETING ON THE 6TH DAY OF JULY, 1917. 


Tribunals, 


the conditions in 


Committee have 


eived expressions of thanks for the work they have done 

interesting also to state that in many cases in which the view 
not found favour with the Lo 
those decisions have been restored by the Appeal Tribuna 


have had the advantage of laying their position before a tribunal which 
solicitors’ offices. The Council 
to record that in a large majority of the cases thé 
has been accepted by the Local Tribunals concerned, and they 


It 


al 


In May of last year the Council addressed to every member of th: 


Society a letter inviting assistance to carry on the practices of those 
for service. As the result, ma 


solicitors who m 


ight 


he called up 


offers of assistance were received, and a record of those offers has been 
made, which is available for inspection by members. It has bs 
reported ‘that the Commissioners of Inland Revenue are prepared to 
return the stamp duty on the practising certificates of those solicitors 


who are serving \ 


was lost 


AS MSMBERS OF THE Cou 


request accordingly Was made 
not see their way to ce miply with it 


with H.M. Forces. 


Sucl 


(To be continued.) 


NCIL TO BE ELECTED AT THE ANNUAL GENERA! 


The Council were requested to urge 
upon the Commissioners the desirability of extending this concession t 
those solicitors who are engaged in a munitions of war factory. 
to the Commissioners, who, however, 


" 
lid 













Name of Candidate. 














*+tAlfred John Morton Ball 











Stro 


Address. 


, Gloucestershire 


Names of 


(President 
shire Inc 
Society) 
Charles Henry 
(Joint Hon 
Associated 
Societies) 
Arthur Barlow 
(Joint Hon 
Associated 
Societies) 





Nominator:. 


Addresses. 





of the Gloucester- 
Wiltshire Incor- 


| (Thomas Eggar 
Jobn Henry Jones 
| (President 
| shire and 


porated Law Society) 
William John Humfrys... 


of the Hereford- 
orporated Law 


Morton ... Be 
. Secretary of the 
Provincial Law 


’ Secretary of the 
Provincial Law 


46, Old Steyne, Brighton. 
Gloucester. 


Hereford. 


5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 


1, High-pavement, Nottingham. 





*Sir } 


Geor 


*Will 
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Address 


June 23. 19:17 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORI 


row Gregory 





wer Bu 


ER [ Vol. 61.] 563 





Address. 


Bedford-row, London, W.C, 


3. 
22, Aldermaabury, London, E.¢ 





Miils Welsford 
} 


Name of Candidate. 
nes Dumville Bottere}! 


h Buller Phillpotts 


23, Red Lion-square, London, W.C 


*Robert William Dibdia 
0, Great St. Helen’s, London, E. 
South - square, Gray’s - inn, cil Allen Coward 
London, W.U, Taylor 


*Herbert Gibson 


‘Charles Goddard 
Morton 
Secretary of t 
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Thomas Eggar - 46, Old Steyne, Brighton. 
*William Melmoth Walters ), New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, +4 Richard Alfred Pinsent 6, Bennett’s-hill, Birmingham. 
London, W.C. { Sir Walter Trower ‘ | 5,  New-square, Lincoln’s-inn 





London, W.C. 


























LJ OF QUALIFIED MEMBERS PROPOSED AS PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 
‘Edwin Freshfield, LL.D. New Bank Buildings, 31, 0) 
As Preside St. Michael’s Rectory, Cornhiil, Jewry, London, E.C. 
Samuel Garrett London, E.C, | Cecil Allen Coward .. | 30, Mincing-lane, London, E.C. 
Sir Walter Trower 5, New-square, Lincoln’s-ii 
London, W.C. 
As Vice-President (“ liam Arthur Sharpe 12, New - court, Carey - street 
Richard Alfred Vinsent ... | 6, Bennett’s-hill, Birmingham London, W.U. 
| Sir Walter Trower... ‘ 5, New-square, Lincoln’s - in: 






London, w.c. 
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{ Rayner Maurice Neate ... 16, Southampton - street, Bloon 
John Stephens Chappelow, F.C.A. | 10, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, bury-square, London, W.C. 
Wf | Michael Forbes Tweedie 5, Lincoln’s inn - fields, London, 
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f Arthur Edwin Clarke 13, Suffolk-street, Pall Mall East 
Jobn William Rose... 9, Sutlolk-street, Pall Mall, Lon- London, 8. W. 
n, S.W. | Frederick Wolfe... .. 13, Suffolk-street, Pall Mall East 
London, 5S. W. 
{ Francis Edmund Viesse.. .. 15, Old Jewry-chambers, London 
Percy Willis Russe 14, Old Jewry-chambers, London, B.C, 
an | Montagu Viesse ; ; 15, Old Jewry-cha'nbers, Londo: 
E.C. 





retiring Members of the Council, who, being eligible, have beea nominated for re-election. 







The Ca wiates marked thus sre 
Che Candidates marked thus ire proposed in accordance with the scheme of nomination of the Associated Provincial Law 
Societies pursuant to the resolution of the Society relating to country vacancies, adopted on 5th July, 1907. 
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Mr. Balfour on ( )ppression in : ponsib lition ond i ll them ai with his admirable 
| organising power | feel that our debt of gratitude to him already great, 
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| ,elolum. | becomes almost overwhelming. 
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“s This ens a new chapter in our relations rings i g 
\ Kh ‘ t the se 1 annual meeting Il an t going to attempt any historical retrospect or survey ot e 
rt N K B im, held at the Mansion | history of that cruelly-used community since war broke out But I 
House 20U eard the leading passages | { t is impossible to survey the past, as Mr. Benn has surveyed it 
the re f tt it ny friend, Mr. S . in t report thout considering what bearing the Belgian cass . 
Bent snd i yportunit [ judging pon the world case for the war Just consider what light the history 
, , ' t ‘ eption more | of the last two years throws upon German militarism It may b dl 
t in iu pi € 1 i == be i sami by those who endeavoured to excuse German atro 
ment e early cs of the war that after all an invading army was almost 
But . \ e United State the vVavs a npanied by some regrettable incidents, and that you n 
wctua ! Lp} Irie A iit t idg 2 nation too hardly because some of its troops behave bad 
Be voluntary ib lhe excuse, even at tha time, was hops essly inadequate. The invest 
las already tions mate bv impartial tribunals, the evidence that could be given—and 
' ry ol It only i 1 t in part has been given by American diplomats whose tongue 1s 
\ t ther } Dit intoosed by the fact that hostilities have broken out with Gern 
net , ese great responsibilitie ely prove that the frightfulness exercised by Gert 
But \ ' . America dit ty Belgium was a deliberate frichtfulne ss. It was never ré pre d 
i" and At t \rne ecame a belligerent bu constantly n u aged : it had a de berate purp se in view | 
must by ALI CUE t mer to the | it carried out as part of a scheme—part of a settled poli 
I I re tel ed in tl Tate I It i mportant, 1f we would judge aright what this w n 
Bel f ill nsequence that | that we should never forget the lesson that German behaviour 
I an I t t t rt Americar ratiot Be im began to teach us in August, 1914, and has never ceast 
I rt tself she cal La teach us everv dav and every week and every mo! th from that pe 
) I being carried ot If vo iv. “Cannot you trust German honour, German promis 
‘ . ' een associated, I am | ther. the plain fact of treaties broken, and scornfully bro! 1) 
gad I p e Dutch Government ou ask whether in future you can or cannot trust this milita 
Nevert I} forbidde yy mere Impet t (,ermany—tor 1t ‘is only for that Germ ny I am spea 
‘ it t I I ! Mi to thir that m to 3] me regard for humanity? You have the ex imple of Belg 
friend M i thal f n t vork { organising | ol ‘ I have just been dwelling, staring you in the face I 
relie! \ ' Nisation st be done and ilmost incredible horrors of the Armenian massacre are ren 
mu | Bb m itself, and as I 1 lerstand | Although their t tal result is beyond questi n. the details are not 
t} | ent \I Hloove and ls are going to give | t) oy) examination. and we do not know what share of these unexan 
t time t t i ‘ < cw h they have | abominations are due to Turkish inspiration or how much are 
| ‘ { | t And when I remember that Mr (lerman inspiration. But in Belgium you have the German carrying 
Hoover . re 1 task O} yar 3 ' } m™ \ in his own wav undisturbed by Allies, and everythu t 
problen . e of the Atlant food problems hich, | j¢ done he has done. We know what he has done—what he is 
indeed r \m¢ ' I but which, believe me | We know at this moment the censored German Press is pet 
i ted nybody living the great | neenpied in discussing the advantages of retaining a country 
thev promised to defend, which they brutally outraged, and v} 









now coolly suggest would be to the advantage of the German Empire 1 
t perpetually remained under their yoke Do not let familiar 






It’s War-time, But—Don't Forcer 






Tus Mipp.iesex Hosprrar terrible story | the mo al *sl ild be draw1 i 
The Belgian Minister said Great Britain and her Domini 
Its ReSPONSIBILITIggs ARe GREAT AND MUST Be MET } ed out lavishly their treasures and courage and gold to ass 
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victory, but had also made a noble effort to succour a people whe 
borne. without flinching, on2 of the greatest misfortunes ever known in 
history. To-day the United States had given to the Allies the pow 
co-operation of all her resources in order to hasten the triumph of the 
common ideal of justice and of civilisation. He desired to express the 
profound sentiments of gratitude which were felt by the Government and 
people of Belgium. 


ertul 





Military Service and Business 
Hardship. 


M.P., Chairman of the | 
im important statement n 
to one-man businesses. He said that Isor} 
in the minds of many business men and a sense 
aroused in many men serving in the Army by a 
recent decision of the Central Tribunal. In 
desirable to make it clear that the t 
difference either in principle or in the policy of applying that 

Where serious hardship was proved to the tribunal in the 
position as much as in a man’s exceptional financ ial or business position, 
it was just as incumbent on the tribunal to vas j 
the one-man business case. He said that to emphasise what had been 
gaid so often—that the | ! 


one-man busi did net cor 
ph eged or special class. 


Mr. Maclean, 
Tribunal, made 


peals 


louse « y ! Ap 
the 14th t reference 


I raised 
rf njustice had been 
misunderstanding of the 
he public interest it 


implied no 


was 
decision in that cast 
principre 


, 
domesti 


yrant exemption as it 


tittle a 


isiness cases - 
All turned on the degree of spe lal hardship, 
t was not within the Statute in the sense that conscientious objectors 
and ministers of religion were. Serious hardship to-day a different 
thing from what it was a year ago. As long as the present drain on 
man power continued the more difficult it became to pr f 
keeping fit men of military age out of the Army 
The principles laid down by the Central Tribu 
for the guidance of tribunals in dealing with one-man 
Exemption is not justified merely on the ground that man is 
sole proprietor and that the business would have to be sed if he 
taken for military service. There must be serious hardship within 
meaning of the Act. In deciding this, the nsiderations 
important :—The fact that he would be 
considerable reduction—was not conclusive 
A very large number of persons who were not proprietors of businesses 
had had to suffer a considerable reduction. Jue account must be taken 
of the assistance that might be received from the Civil Liabi ities Com 
mittee and other sources. The possibility of carrving on the 
through a relative or friend or of installing a manage) 
the business had also to be taken into account The | 
that an arrangement of this kind could not be 
who must be expected to make re isonabl 
disp sing of the 
If the tribunal was satisfied that 
if the man were taken, it might become important t 
t could be revived without grave difficulty by 
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New List of Certified Occupations. 


the list of 
made by the issue on Thursday of a revised list 


are, says the 


Important changes in 


: certified 
Time 2 


Oct iypations ’ 
In many cases 
the age limits raised, a few occupations h “added 
to the list, and other changes have been made which will entail a review 
by local tribunals of many of the exemption certificates granted undet 
Previous lists. The most notable naw provisions are these: 

A new instruction has added pointing that 
entitled to claim that he is employed or engaged in a 
unless that is his principal and usual occupati 
treated as in a certified occupation if he 
whether he is an employed person, o1 
account, or an employer, 
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EQUITY AND LAW 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, 
ESTABLISHED 1844. 
DIRECTORS. 
Deputy-Chairman—Richard Stephens Taylor, Esq 


W.C. 


Chairman—John Croft Deverell, Esq 


James Austen-Cartmell, Esq. 
Alexander Dingwall Bateson 
John George Butcher, 
Felix Cassel, Esq. K.c, 
Edmund Church, Esq. 
Philip G. Collins, Esq. 
Harry Mitton Crookenden, Esq. 
Kobert William Libdin, Esq. 
Charles Baker Dimond, Esq 

L. W. North Hickley, Esq. 


FUNDS EXCEED - - 5,000,000. 


All classes of Life Assurance Granted Whole Life and Endowment 
without profits, at exceptiouvally low rates of premium, 


We Ee 


Archibaid Herbert James, Esq. 

William Maples, Esq. 

Allan Ernest Messer, Esq. 

The Rt. Hun. Sir Walter G. F. Phillimore 
Bart, D.C.L 

Charles R. Rivington, Esq. 

Mark Lemon Romer, Esq., K.C 

The Hon. Sir Charlies Russell, Bart. 

Charlies Wigan, Esq. 


Esq., K.C 
K.C., M.P. 


Esq., 


Assurances 
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Qui ante diem periit, 
Sed miles, sed pro patria. 


Second Lieutenant Owen H. Lapthorn. 


Second Lieutenant Owen Heckrorp Larpruorn, R.F.A., 
killed on 29th May, aged twenty-three, was the younger son 
and Mrs. E. W. Lapthorn, of Gosport. He was educated at th 
mouth Grammar School and Mill Hill School In 1912 he sy 

vonths in Germany, and on his return home was articled to his 
ir. T. H. F. Lapthorn (Messrs. Blake, Reed, & Lapthorn), of 

nut At the outbreak of the war he was preparing to read for | 
Having to undergo two operations during the 
“ j Inns of Court O.T.C 
July, 1915. He was gazetted on 12th August, 1916, and went 
front the same month The officer mmanding the brigade 

It is with great regret that I have to write and give you deta 
the death of your son—one of the best brig 
died with his battery commander attempting to put out a fire 
was started by a hostile shell in a Your son was a 

1 was looking forward to pushing him on—promotion 
thorouvhly deserved He best subaltern for 
vork in the brigade—he knew no danger in getting me the inforn 
Mr. Lapthorn’s elder brother is serving with the A.S.C. at the fi 
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Se ond Lieutenant Douglas S. Flemming. 
FLEMMING, Royal Lancaster Reg 
vho died on Ist from wounds received in action on 18th 
vas educated at Clifton and Trinity College, Oxford At Oxf 
obtained an Honours De ree 1n Law, and represt nted the Unive 
vimming. He was a barrister, and on the outbreak of wat 
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Mr. Aubrey T. Chapple. 

Mr. Ausrey Torrinctron Cuarpte, A.S.C., M.T., who died 
Military Hospital, Fulham, on 3rd May last, in his thirty-fiftl 
and was buried at Weybridge with military honours, was the 

irviving son of Mr. John Torrington Chapple, of 79, Gresham 

Educated at Bedford, he was articled to his father ar 
in January, 1908, joining his father in partnership, unde: 
& Son. He was a good all-round sportsman—cri 
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Properties of the German banks in the city of London 
on Tuesday at Winchester House, by Order of the Public 
The total realized £260,500. The buyers were Messrs 
the London City and Midland Bank, Messrs. Cox & Co., 
of Lloyd’s 

Sir John Maedonell, K.C.B., was in the chair at the meeting 
Grotius Society. held on Tuesday afternoon, when a paper o1 
Control of Air was read by Mr. J. E.G. de Montmoren 
position adopted was that the air space over any country is i! 
exclusive sove-eignty of that country 
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innocent passage by foreign airmen. 
open ocean, it was suggested that the principle of effective « 
applies in war-time and that possibly the same principle will apply in 
peace time to air spaces over té rritorial waters and waters of strategte 


ccupation 


significance 


the House of Commons on Tuesd iy the Chancellor of the Ex« hequer, 
to Sir W. Collins, said he not yet in a position to 
statement about the establishment of a Ministry of Health 
Collins : Are we to understand that Lord Rhondda’s statement 
rday that a Ministry of Health is about to be established not 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer: 1 have not noticed that 
statement. 1 know my noble friend has been working in the matter, 
but the Government have come to and it is not possible 
for them to introduce legislation this Session. 


lying was 


any 


1s 


no decision, 


In the House of Lords on Tuesday Lord Rathereedan asked the Lord 
Chancellor whether the Government are that great hardship 
was being suffered by our soldiers from their inability to make pro 
vision by military wills for leaving to their families any freehold house 
or cottage which they may possess. The Lord Chancellor said the sub 
uld be sympathetically considered by the Gov There 
no delay in having a Bill drafted, but the Government were 
over-burdened with neces islative that there 
vas regarded 


were iv 


ject ernment 
would be 
work 


it 


alread sO) uy ley 
was no prospect of the Bill being passed at once unless 
as an agreed measure. 


A deputation of shipowners arranged by the Shipowners’ Varliamen 
tary Committee, which includes representatives of shipowning associa- 
tions throughout the country, was received on Tuesday by the Chan 
cellor of the Exchequer on the subject of the Budget proposals. The 
proceedings were private. It is understood, says the 7'imes, that ship 
owners desired an opportunity of putting before the Chancellor their 
ebjections to section 19 of the Finance Bill, which specifically with 
holds from ‘‘any trade business which consists wholly or partly 
of the business of shipping ’’ the right to recover fr previous excess 
profits taxation the nece to bring the present year’s profits 
up to the pre-war standard. The grounds on which the Shipowners’ 
Parliamentary Committee take exception 


ol 
m 
imount ssary 
to the withdrawal of the 
privilege are understood to be mainly that (1) it is a breach of a statu 
tory contract ; (2) it introduces the principle of differentiation against 
particular trades; (3) it inflicts special hardship on a trade of the 
hghest national importance which is threatened by the action of the 
enemy during the war, and is also threatened by the keenest foreign 
competition afterwards; and (4) ‘it will work hardship against small 
investors and many households whose bread-winners have given their 
lives for their country and depend for subsistence upon the receipt of 
aregular dividend 


The public examination of Mr. Montague William Desborough, solici 
tor, practising as Desborough & Son, Queen-street, E.C., who was 
adjudged bankrupt on Ist September, 1916, was held before Mr. Regis 
trar Hope in the Bankruptcy Court on Wednesday. A statement of 
the bankrupt’s affairs showed liabilities of £44,719, and assets valued 
at £1,865. On 7th November, 1916, an order was made for the admin 
istration of the estate of Laurence Desborough, deceased, the bankrupt’s 
father and partner, and the proceedings under that order have since 
been consolidated with those in this bankruntey Mr. Daniel Williams, 
Assistant Official Reciever, attended; Mr. E. W. Hansell appeared for 
4 creditor. Examined by Mr. Williams, the bankrupt said that of the 
liabilities scheduled in his statement of affairs about £39,526 repre 
sented liabilities to clients of the firm. of which £34,730 was due before 
the death of his father The remaining £4,796 was contracted by him 
afterwards. He agreed that the investigation of the firm’s affairs was 
4amatter of considerable difficnity owing to the wav in which the 
ledgers had been kept. On 22nd January, 1916, at the suggestion of 
another person, he signed a document authorizing the destruction of the 
last three or four ledgers and cashbooks. He was informed that there 
had been misdeeds of the firm many years before which the destruction 
f the hooks would cover up, and that the destruction would save his 
father’s name. At that time he was in great distress and would have 
signed anything that was put before him. He afterwards tried to stop 
the destruction of the books Asa result, the eashbooks from April, 
1903, to 1916, had disappeared Th ition was 


adjourned 


January, examin 








The Property Mart 


Forthcoming Anctior Sales. 
J ine 25.—Measrs. Wu. HovGuTon & Co., at the Mart, at 
We advertisement, back page, June 16) 


Jone 27, 23.—Messrs. Humpert & FLINT: Two big Estates at Coventry and Tamworth, 
Mapectively), at 2(see advertisement, page iii., June 2). 


2: Freeho'd Ground Rentg 


Ja'y 3 and 10.—Messrs. HamPron & SONS, at the Mart: Freeholds, &c. (see advertis:- 

Ment, back page, this week). 

a 12 —Mes ra. KNIGHT, FRANK & RUTLREY, at their Hanover Square Estate Rooms 
30: Bayswater Hill Residence (see advertisement, back page, this week). 


ua? 17.—M sere. DANreL SMITH, OAKLEY & the Mut: 
+8, &:. (see advertisement, back page, June 2). 


GARRARD, at Freehold 


With respect to air-space over the | 





THE BRITISH LAW FIRE 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED 
LOTHBURY, LONDON, E.C. 


jranches throughout the United Kingdom). 
£1,050,000 


5, 2. 


(with 
SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL 
PAID-UP CAPITAL £150,000 
RESERVES are ia £302,000 

FIRE, FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, 
PERSONAL ACCIDENT and SICKNESS, 
BURGLARY, THIRD PARTY, MOTOR-CAK, LIFT, CRANE 
and HOIST, BOILER and ENGINE, PROPERTY OWNERS’ 
INDEMNITY, LOSS of PROFITS due to FIRE, 
GLASS BREAKAGE, LIVE STOCK. 
Gentlemen in a position to introduce Business are invited to undertake Agencies 
within the United Kingdom. No Foreign Business undertaken, 


Court Papers. 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


APPEAL CouRt Mr. Justice 
No. NEVILLE, 

Jolly 

Syne 

Bloxam 

horrer 

Goldachmidt 

Leach 

Mr. Justice 

Younarr, 


Mr. Justice 
EVE. 


EMERGENCY 
Date. ROTA 


Mr. Mr. Church 
Farmer 
Jolly 
Synge 
Blovam 
Borrer 


Mr. Synge 
Bloxam 
Korrer 
Golischmidt 
Leach 
Church 

Mr. Justice 
ASTBURY 


25 Mr. Bloxam 
borrer 
Goldschmidt 
Leach 
Church 
Farmer 


Mr. Justice 
SARGANT. 


Monday June 
Tuesday .... 26 
Wednesday ... 27 
Thursday 2 
Friday 

Saturday 

Mr. Justice 
Date. PETERSON 
Goldschmidt Mr. Borrer 

Leach Goidschmidt 
Church Leach 
Farmer Church 

Jolly Farmer 
Synge Jolly 


Mr. Leach 
Church 
Farmer 
Jolly 
Synge 
Bloxam 


Mr. Farmer 
Jolly 
Synge 
Bloxam 
sorrer 
Goldschmidt 


Monday June 2 
Tuesday 
Wednesday 
Thursday 

Friday 

Saturday 


Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT S8TOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY 
London Gazette. —TURSDAT, June 12. 


BARBADOS LicuT RAILWAY, LtTp. — Creditors are required, on or before Aug 9 to 
send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of thetr debts or claims, to John 
Wiiliam Woodtnorpe, Leadenhall st, liquidator 

BATCHELOR & Co, LTp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or 
before July 28, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Howard William Brettell, 11, Wate loo st, or Ernest Norton, 3, Crosby 
liquidators 

KINEMATOGRAPH & LANTERN WEEKLY 
31, to send their names and addresses, 
Alfred Raban, liquidator. 

LONDON MOTOR HIRE Co, LtTp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION Creditors are required 
on or before Ju.y 23, to send ‘heir names and addre-:es, and particulars of their claims 
to H. Hackett, joint liquidator, 448, 5: rand 

ORIENT & MALAY RUBBER SYNDICATE Ltp.—Creditors 
July 16, to send t! eir names and addresses and the particulais of their 
to Harold Everett, 3-7 Southampton st, Strand, liquidator. 


as, 


LtTp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 
aad particulars of their debts and claims, t, 


are required, on or before 
lebts or claime 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 


London Gaze'te FRIDAY, June 15 


BARYTES (MANCHSSTER), LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION). —Creditors are required, 
on or before July 7 send iv their names and addresses, with particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Daniel Cooper. 4 Chapel walks, Manchester, liquidater 

GEORGE HOOK «eR, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before July 3, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debisa or claims, to William Carr, 
Regent st, Barnsley, liquidator 

GRIMSBY MOULDING & FRAMING ¢ LTD 
to send th ir names and addresses, and te particulars of their de 
to Mr. Alfred G. Pearson, 1, town Hall st, Urimsby, liquidator. 

THE PIETERSBERG SYNDICATE, LTD.—: reditors are required, on or before July 11, to send 
their names and addresses, and the parciculars of their dete or claims, to John 
Eustace, 62, London Wall, liquidator. 

Vis, L?p.—Creditors are req sired, on or!before July 2, to sen 
and the particulara of their debts or claim’, to Alfred Uctavius 
Sunniside, Sunderland, liquidator. 

WAKEFIELD Hiprovrome, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 30, to send 
their names and addr sses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frank Soaw 
56, Westgate, Wakefield, liqui lator. 


7, lo 


or before 
ts or 


July 2, 
cians, 


Creditors are required, on 


1 their names and addre ses 
Hetle , 43, West 


STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
TUESDAY, June 19 


JOINT 


London Gazette. 


BLOOMFIELD & Sons, LTD.-—-Creditors are required, on or before July 30, tosend their 
names an! aidreases, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Beau- 
mont, 22, High st, North Finehley, liquidator. 

BUDLEIGH SALTERTON PUBLIC Room Co, Lrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION )—Creditors 
are required, on or before July 21, to in their rames and addresses, and 
articulars of their debts or claims,to Frederick Gilbert Cowd and Wiliiam Spurway, c/o 
Messrs. Roberts & Andrew, Solicitors, 10, Bedford cir, Exeter, liquidators. 


ser 
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NETLEY Motor Works, Lrp —Crediters are required, on or before July 7, to send 
in their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts ana claims, to Mr. F 
Woolley, 6, Portland st, Southampton, liquidator 

Newuery Baick & Terra Cotta Co, LTD. 
to send their names and addresses, and the par iculars 
Richard Bowman, 26, Birley st, Blackpool, liquidator. 

SEAL MANUFACTURING (Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 31, to send in 
their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to George Proctor, 
17, St Aun's 9g, Manchester, I quidator. 

W oop, OsMonp & Co, Ltp,—Creditors are required, on or before July 21. to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Wi:liam Frederick 
Bowman,7 and 9, St Nicholas st, Bristol, liquidator 


Creditors are required, on or b fore July 19, 
of their debts or sims, to 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
Londo. Gazette—FRIDAY, June 8 

City Exclusive Co, Ltd J. White & Co, Ltd 
R. ©. Uglow & Son, Ltd Anglo-Indian Indastria! Improvement Co, 
Ve dier, Ltd Ltd 
E. H. Shorland & Brother 
London Metal C», Ltd 
Pickens Stores, Lt |. 
New Hey brick & Terra Cotta Co, Ltd 


Carlisle Plaster & Cement Co, Ltd 
Fagle tnsurance Co 

Steamship “ Leafleld” ¢ 
Melandri Patents, Ltd 


Ltd 
Ltd 


London Gazette, —TURSDAY, June 12 


M. & R 
Appledore Gas Co 


Steamship Co, Ltd 


Orlent and Malay Rubber Syndicates, Ltd. 
1. Lui 


t 
Kinematograph and Lantern Weckly, Lte 
London Gazette 


FRIDAY, June 15 


Pietersberg Syndicate, 
Ship ‘‘Carnarvo : Bay,’ 
Ship “ Cambrian King 

Vis, Ltd 


Kanok Blades, Ltd 
Contango Bank, Ltd 
Eigat Shipping (o, Ltd 
A-L Meteorlite, Ltd 


TUESDAY, June 19, 


Pyman Bros, Ltd 
Dalton Mining Syndicate 


Seal Manufacturing Co, Ltd 
Manabergh College Club 
Wilmslow Laundry, Ltd 


Winding-up of Enemy Businesses. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, June 8 


are revuired, on or 
particulars of their debts or 
agate, controller. 


-Creditors to 
and the 


Bisho 


FLETCHER & Co, 63, Finsbury pymt 
send in their names and addresses 
Mr B. E Mayhew, Alderman's House, 


H. & ¥. Bonten, Lrp. — Creditors are required, on or 'efore 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
28, King st, Cheapside, controller 

P. A. ScHRoRPrER & Co, LTD, 914, Hatton gdn 
July 15, to send their names and addresses, a 
Horace Evelyn Sier, 99, Cheapside, controller 


efore July 7 


laims, to 


July 14, to send their names 
claims, to Mr Alfred Page, 


Creditors are required, on or before 
1 particulars of their debts or claims, to 


London Gazette URSDAY, June 12 


FREDPRICK MAUCH, 149, Aldersgate st.—Creditors are required, on or before July 31, to 
send, by prepaid pos’, full particulars of th ir debts or claims, to Thomas 
Bond, 48, Gresham st, controller 


James 


Creditors’ Notices. 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last DAY oF CLAIM, 


London Gazette. —TURSDAY, June 12 
ELIZA ANN, Acton 
AUSTIN, WILLIAM 
BEEVERS, SARAH ANN, Gaiseley 
VLEBY, EMILy Rose, Penarch 


ARKELI July 18 Baldwin, Springfield Park, Acton 
Stevenige, Herts June 2 awkins & ‘o, Hitchin. Herts 
Yorks Jaly 21 Craven & Clegg, Leeds 
July 20 Benson & Co, Bristol 


Bopy, WILLIAM JAMES, East st, Walworth, Corn Merchant June 29 
St Thomas’ st, London Bridge 
SOUSPIELD, EMILY S1upson, Virg nia Water, Berks 
bard st 
PRADISH, EMILIEe, Cornwall mans, Kensingt n ct 
BrapsHaW, HENRIETTA, Hunc at nr Ac“ington 
\ pgton 
Brewsrer, Major ROBERT ABAAHAM FRENCH, Hanover sq 
Raym ond bldgs 
wh, Mary ANN, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Tyne 
Rrows, JouNn, Keighley July 14 Lister & Turner, Keighley 
BRYAN, FANNY HELENA, Lyndhurst, Hants July9 Trower & Co, New aq, Linco'n's ten 
BURGE, CHARLES, Whitehall ct July 12 Wood & Co, Raymond bidgs 
CARTER. SETON Ropmwey, Eriington, Birmingham July 20 Tallack, 
Warwick sq 
CooksHotr, HANNAH, Windhill, Yorks July 1 
Coke, Hon Heyxry Jony, Longford Hall, Derby 
yard 
CooKR, CHARLOTTE, Berkeley, Glos July 15 
CROPLEY, MATILDA SARAH CHARLOITE, Merrick sq, Newington 
man st 
Dawson, THOMAS BopEN, Endlesham rd 
all at 
DODDEMEADE, CATHERINE MARGARET, Courtenay rd, Walthamstow July 12 
& Co, Gracechurch st 
D )UGLAS, MILLICENT MARY, Nutford pl, Edgware rd 
vim 
MARTHA, Tallahasse, Florida, USA July 24 
July 14 
Jaly 8 


Millar & Sona, 
July 16 Kimbers & Boatman, Lom. 


July 24 Alsop & Co, Liverpox 
July 21 froughton & Brough‘ on, 


July 6 Matineau & Reid 


Br July 2 jrown & Son, Newcastle upon 


Denbigh st, 


Tarnbull & Son, Bradford 
July 24 Tyrrell & Co, Albany Court 


Scott & Son, Gloucester 


July 31 Ccoke, Cole 


jalham July 12 Rundle & Hobrow, Basing. 


Durrant 
July 27 Brown & Co, Fin bury 
Alsop & Co, Liverpool 
Gowins, Finsbury : vmt 
Rundle & McDonald 


DYKE 
EGGLETON, LOUISE North villas, Camden sq 
ELLIOT, MARY ELIZA PLAMPIN, Devonport 
port 
Eruert ae, ANNA, Norwich July 12 Goddard & Co, Cl»ment’s inn 
FITZMAURICE, Capt the Hon JAMES TERENCE, RN, Preston July 23 
Southampton st 
GONNE, JOSEPHINE, Bognor August8 Brown & Co, Lennox House, Norfolk st 
Gracie, JOHN, Manchester, Credit Draper July 30 Tucker & C , Manchester 
GREENAWAY, DANIEL, Seven S.sters rd, Printer July 16 Reed & Reed, Guildhall 
h. brs 
HALL, MARTHA, 
ar 
HALLILAY, EMMA Dora, Leeds 
HamMeTon, JOHN, Barry rd, East 
frinity sq, Southwark 
Hawes, Jane, High rd, Wood Green June 30 Miller & Co, Jasper House, Copthall ay 
‘EWERDINE, WILLIAM HENRY, Stockport Jaly 12 Leak & Pratt, Manchester 
Hewitt, Joseru, Manchester July 30 Tucker & Co, Manchester 
HULBERT, THOMAS, Perry Barr, Birmingham July 31 Mitchell & Chattock, Birmingham 
IBBOTSON, EpWarRD, Hall July 31 Irons, Sheffield 
James, Henry WILLIAM CaIrry, Salisbury July 31 Jonas & Parker, Salisbury 
Jones, ARTHUR, Wigan July 10 Swire & Higson, Manchester 
LEE, FREDERICK, Ganton st, Gollen sq, Boot Closer July8 
Marylebone rd 
MARTIN, FRED, Dorchester June 80 Logan, Dorchester 
MELLO, FRANCISCO LUIZ SOARES DE Souza E, Paris 
Broad st 
, GEORGE 
chester 
OBORNE, SopHia, Ryde Val: 
PADGETT, FREDERICK, Wal ington Surrey July 23 
PENNA, SARAH, Bodmin July 5 Hancock, Traro 
Puiprps, Henry, Woodford cum Membris, Northampton, 
Wr git, Daventry 
PickUP, ALIcé, Burnley July 8 Lawson & Jobling, Burnley 
virt, Euizs Jane. Bristol, Hosier July 14 JL & ET Danie |, Bristol 
PooL, GEORGE BEws, Stonehouse, Devon July 8 Rundle & Mcionald, Devonport 
Porter, THOMAS JAMés, Hayes pl, Lisson grove, Miryleboie July 13 Hicksoaé& 
Parish, Laurene Pountney hiil 
RAMSAY, MARGARET, Durhan July7 Griffith & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 
KEINMANN, CHARLES AUGUST ADOLF JULIUS, Bayswater ter, Hotel Proprietor 
Hubbard, Chancery In 
Ropp, MARY, Swansea June 24 
SIDLEY, WILLIAM HENRY, Birmingham, Jewellers 
mingham 
SONE, CAROLINE, Brighton July 30 Nye & Donne, Brighton 
SPEIGHT, ALFRED, Bradford July 11 Gordon & Co, Bradford 
NER, (AROLINE MARY, Howard rd,south Norwood Aug8 
» House, Norfolk st 
STANLEY, ALPRED FRANCIS, Templ 
Tuomas, HuGH, Liverpool, Marine Engineer 
PaoR?P, SARAH ANY, Fulwood, nr Preston 
TUNSTALL, Grorae, Leeds July 21 «raven & Clezg, Leeds 
WATERS, ANNIE MARIA, West Kirby, Cheshire July 12 Woolecott & Co, West Kirby 
WATKINS, JOHN ROBERT, Oxfordst July 20 Kennedy & Co, Russel! sq 
Wess, FrReperic Epwarp, Eistbourne July 7 A H & A Raston, Newmarket 
WILLIAMS, MARY ANN, Yuoyshir,Glam July 31 Davies & Co, Pontypridd 


Devon- 


Routh & Ca 


Heathfield, Sussex July 14 Pearless & De Rougemont, East Grin- 


July 9 Mumford & Co, Bradford 


Dulwich, Fishmonger July 31 Hicklin & Co 


H'll & Son, Seymour pl 


July 12 Bireham & Co, Old 


MIL Henry, Old Trafford, Manchester June 30 Ledgard & Street, Man- 


Griffiths & Waghorne, Cheltenham 
Edridge & Co, Croydon 


rd, Balham Aug 31 


Farmer July 8 Roche & 


July 4 


Picton & Co, Swansea 


Factor July9 Hall-Wright, Bir 


SPO Kenneth & Co, Lennor 
Ewell, nr Dover July 12 Mowll & Mowll, Dover 
July 10 Shakespeare & C », Liverpool 

July 9 Shuttleworth & Dallas, Preston 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


s24,, MOoOORGATSE 


STREET, LONDON, =z.o. 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERB. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation, 
Suitable Clauses for imsertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent va 


POOLING INSURANCE. 

The Corporation also insures risks in oonnection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURCLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 

RPPhLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 


4pplication. 
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